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Mail Stop Hatch- Waxman PTE RECEIVED 

Commissioner for Patents nrp q a 2011 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 PATENT EXTENSION 

OPLA 

Sir: 

This is an application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 156 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.740, et seq., to 
extend the term of U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 ("the 6 154 Patent"), invented by Lilip Lau et al. and 
owned by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc. Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc. is a 
subsidiary of Abbott Vascular, which is a division of Abbott Laboratories. Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., having a principal place of business of 3200 Lakeside Drive, Santa 
Clara, California 95054, represents that it is the owner of the '154 Patent by virtue of an 
assignment of U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 08/281,790 (which matured into the '154 Patent) 
from the inventors in favor of Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., recorded at the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office at Reel 007186, Frame 0565, on October 28, 2004 (attached as 
Exhibit A). Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. was acquired by Abbott Laboratories and 
has changed its name to Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., as evidenced by the Certificate of 
Amendment of Articles of Incorporation, recorded at the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office at 
Reel 027438, Frame 0341, on December 22, 201 1 (attached as Exhibit B). 
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Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., acting through its duly authorized attorney, hereby 
submits this application for extension of patent term under 35 U.S.C. § 156 by providing the 
following information required by the rules promulgated by the PTO (37 CFR. §1.710 - 1.785). 

1. A complete identification of the approved product as by appropriate chemical and 
generic name, physical structure or characteristics; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(1)) 

The approved product has the trade names "XIENCE PRIME™" and "XIENCE 
PRIME™ LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System" and will be referred to herein as the 
"XIENCE PRIME Stent System," or the "XIENCE PRIME Stent" when referring to the stent 
component only. The approved product has the generic name "Drug Eluting Coronary Stent 
System (NIQ) ." 

The XIENCE PRIME Stent System was approved as a medical device indicated for 
improving coronary luminal diameter in patients with symptomatic heart disease due to de novo 
native coronary artery lesions (length < 32 mm) with reference vessel diameters of > 2.25 mm to 
< 4.25 mm. The XIENCE PRIME Stent System generally consists of the XIENCE PRIME 
Stent, which is a coated L-605 Cobalt Chromium (CoCr) alloy stent, mounted on a delivery 
system. The XIENCE PRIME Stent is coated with a primer layer of poly(n-butyl methacrylate) 
(PBMA), and further coated with a drug matrix layer of a copolymer of vinyl idene fluoride and 
hexafluoropropylene (PVDF-HFP), which is blended with the antiproliferative drug everolimus. 

Certain characteristics of the XIENCE PRIME Stent System are summarized in Table 1. 
See Summary of Safety and Effective Data ("SSED"), published by the FDA at 
www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdfl 1 /PI 10019b.pdf, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit 
C; and the XIENCE PRIME Stent System Instructions For Use ("IFU"), published by the FDA at 
http://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdfl 1/P1 10019c.pdf, and by Abbott Vascular at 
http://www.abbottvascular.com/static/cms_workspace/pdf/ifu/coronary _intervention/XIENCE_P 
RIME_Everolimus_Eluting_Coronary_Stent_System.pdf, a partial copy of which is attached as 
Exhibit D. 
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Table 1. 



XIENCE PRIME Stent System Product Description 



XIENCE PRIME EECSS 



XIENCE PRIME LL EECSS 



Available Stent 
Lengths (mm) 



8, 12, 15, 18,23 



28,33,38 



Available Stent 
Diameters (mm) 



2.25,2.5,2.75,3.0,3.5, 4.0 



2.25*, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 



Stent Material 



A medical grade L-605 Cobalt Chromium (CoCr) alloy 



Drug Component 



A conformal coating of a non-erodible polymer loaded with 100 ug/cm of everolimus 
with a maximum nominal drug content of 232 (ig on the large stent (4.0 x 38 mm). 



Delivery System 
Working Length 



143 cm 



Delivery System 
Design 



Single access port to inflation lumen; guide wire exit notch is located 25.5 cm from 
tip; designed for guide wires < 0.014". 



Stent Delivery 
System Balloon 



A compliant, tapered balloon, with two radiopaque markers located on the catheter 
shaft to indicate balloon positioning and expanded stent length 



Balloon Inflation 
Pressure 



Rated Burst Pressure (RBP): 18 atm (1824 kPa) 



Stent Diameter (mm) 


In Vitro Stent Nominal 
Pressure (atm) 


2.25 


8 


2.5 


8 


2.75 


8 


3.0 


10 


3.5 


10 


4.0 


10 



Guiding Catheter 
Inner Diameter 



>5F (0.056") 



Catheter Shaft Outer 
Diameter 



Distal: 
Proximal: 



0.034" (0.86 mm) 
0.031" (0.79 mm) 



* The 2.25 mm diameter stent for XIENCE PRIME LL is only available in the 28 mm stent length. 



2. A complete identification of the Federal Statute including the applicable provision of 
law under which the regulatory review occurred; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(2)) 

The approved device, the XIENCE PRIME Stent System, was subject to regulatory 
review under Section 515 (21 U.S.C. § 360(e)) and Section 520 (21 U.S.C. § 3600)) of the 
Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetics Act as a medical device. 
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3. An identification of the date on which the product received permission for commercial 
marketing or use under the provision of law under which the applicable regulatory review 
period occurred; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(3)) 

The approved medical device, the XIENCE PRIME Stent System, received permission 
for commercial marketing or use under Section 5 1 5 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetics 
Act on November 1, 2011. 

4. In the case of a drug product, an identification of each active ingredient in the product 
and as to each active ingredient, a statement that it has not been previously approved for 
commercial marketing or use under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, the Public 
Health Service Act, or the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act, or a statement of when the active 
ingredient was approved for commercial marketing or use (either alone or in combination 
with other active ingredients), the use for which it was approved, and the provision of law 
under which it was approved. (37 CFR 1.740(a)(4)) 

For the sake of clarity, applicant notes that the XIENCE PRIME Stent System is a 
combination product that includes an everolimus-coated stent (i.e., the XIENCE PRIME Stent) 
and a stent delivery system (SDS). The product was evaluated and approved as a medical device 
under Section 5 1 5 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetics Act. Accordingly, information 
referenced by 37 CFR 1.740(a)(4) which specifies "[i]n the case of a drug product" -- is not 
believed to be required or appropriate for the request for patent term extension based upon the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent System. 

5. A statement that the application is being submitted within the sixty day period 
permitted for submission pursuant to § 1.720(f) and an identification of the date of the last 
day on which the application could be submitted; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(5)) 

This application is being submitted within the sixty-day period permitted for submission 
pursuant to 37 CFR. § 1.720(f). In light of the approval date of November 1, 201 1, the last day 
on which this application could be submitted is December 30, 2011. 



NY02:732033.1 



4 



6. A complete identification of the patent for which an extension is being sought by the 
name of the inventor, the patent number, the date of issue, and the date of expiration; (37 
CFR 1.740(a)(6)) 

The patent for which an extension is being sought is U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154, which 
issued on May 7, 1996. The inventors are Lilip Lau, William M. Hartigan and John J. Frantzen. 
Absent any extension under 35 U.S.C. § 156, the c 154 Patent is set to expire on May 7, 2013. 

7. A copy of the patent for which an extension is being sought, including the entire 
specification (including claims) and drawings; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(7)) 

A copy of the 4 154 Patent, including the entire specification, claims and drawings, is 
attached as Exhibit E. 

8. A copy of any disclaimer, certificate of correction, receipt of maintenance fee payment, 
or reexamination certificate issued in the patent; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(8)) 

Copies of the applicable maintenance fee payment receipts are attached hereto as Exhibit 
F. A copy of a certificate of correction issued in the 6 1 54 Patent is attached as Exhibit G. A 
copy of a reexamination certificate, which issued on June 15, 2010, based upon the merger of 
three (3) reexamination proceedings (i.e., Serial Nos. 90/007,878, 90/008,865, and 90/009,309), 
is attached as Exhibit H. No disclaimer was filed in connection with the 6 1 54 Patent. 

9. A statement that the patent claims the approved product, or a method of using or 
manufacturing the approved product, and a showing which lists each applicable patent 
claim and demonstrates the manner in which at least one such patent claim reads on: 

(i) The approved product, if the listed claims include any claim to the approved product; 

(ii) The method of using the approved product, if the listed claims include any claim to the 
method of using the approved product; and 
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(iii) The method of manufacturing the approved product, if the listed claims include any 
claim to the method of manufacturing the approved product; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(9)) 

As demonstrated below, at least claims 12-14 and 17-22 of the '154 Patent cover the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent. For purpose of reference, Figure 1 below is a reproduction of Fig. 4 of 
the '154 Patent, which shows a perspective view of a representative stent generally illustrating 
the features of the claimed subject matter. For example, Fig. 4 of the ' 1 54 Patent depicts a 
longitudinally flexible stent (10) comprising a plurality of cylindrical elements (12) 
interconnected by generally parallel connecting elements (13). Figure 2 below is a reproduction 
of Fig. 5 of the ' 1 54 Patent, which depicts a plan view of a flattened section of a representative 
stent generally illustrating the features of the claimed subject matter. Figs. 4 and 5 of the ' 1 54 
Patent, as presented in Figures 1 and 2 below, respectively, have each been rotated 90° for 
purpose of comparison with the remaining Figures of this Section. 




Figure 1. Fig. 4 of the '154 Patent 




Figure 2. Fig. 5 of the '154 Patent 
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The XIENCE PRIME Stent has been approved in two sizes (i.e., the "Small XIENCE 
PRIME Stent" and the "Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent," collectively the "XIENCE PRIME 
Stent"). The Small XIENCE PRIME Stent will be available in 2.25, 2.5, 2.75, and 3.0 mm 
expansion diameters; the Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent will be available in 3.5 and 4.0 mm 
expansion diameters. The XIENCE PRIME Stent of 2.5, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5 and 4.0 mm stent 
diameters will be available in lengths of 8, 12, 15, 18, 23, and 28 mm, as well as 33 and 38 mm. 
The 2.25 mm stent diameter will be available in 8, 12, 15, 18, 23, and 28 mm lengths. Figure 3 
below sets forth relevant dimensions as presented in Premarket Approval Application No. 
PI 10019, initially filed on October 28, 2010. Also included in Figure 3 are illustrations of the 
corresponding stent patterns for the Small XIENCE PRIME Stent and Medium XIENCE PRIME 
Stent, respectively. 
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Small XIENCE PRIME Stent 




Expansion 



Material 



Expansion 
Diameters (mm) 



Lengths (mm) 



Number of Crests 
per Ring 



Number of Links 
per Ring 



Strut Thickness 
(inch) 



Balloon Expandable 



L-605 Cobalt-Chromium 
(CoCr) alloy 



2.25 and 2.5 (post dilated to 
3.25) 

2.75 and 3.0 (post dilated to 
3.75) 



8, 12, 15, 18, 23, 28, 33, and 
38 (33 and 38 for 2.5 -3.0 
diameters only) 



0.0032 



Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent 




Expansion 



Material 



Expansion Diameters 
(mm) 



Lengths (mm) 



Number of Crests per 
Ring 



Number of Links per 
Ring 



Strut Thickness (inch) 



Balloon Expandable 



L-605 Cobalt-Chromium 
(CoCr) alloy 



3.5 and 4.0 (post dilated to 
4.5) 



8, 12, 15, 18, 23, 28, 33, and 
38 



0.0032 



Figure 3. 



Description and Illustration of the Small XIENCE PRIME and Medium 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Designs 
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Figure 4 below includes digital photographs of a XIENCE PRIME Stent in its crimped 
state (Figure 4A) and expanded state (Figure 4B). As evident from these photographs, among 
other things, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is manufactured from a single tube of material. 
Figure 4A Figure 4B 




Figure 4. Digital Photographs Showing a XIENCE PRIME™ Stent Crimped on an 

Expandable Member (Figure 4A), and After Inflation of the Expandable 
Member (Figure 4B). 

Figure 5 is an illustration showing the representative dimensions of the maximum 
theoretical length of each cylindrical element of the Small XIENCE PRIME Stent. Dimension 
"L" as depicted in Figure 5 represents the overall length of a strut member, and thus the 
maximum theoretical length of the cylindrical element (i.e., approximately the length of a strut 
member if aligned along the longitudinal stent axis A). Similarly, Figure 6 is an illustration 
showing the representative dimensions of the maximum theoretical length of each cylindrical 
element of the Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent. Table 2 is a table summarizing the relevant 
dimensions of the Small XIENCE PRIME Stent and Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent, 
respectively. 
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Figure 5. Strut Length of the Small Figure 6. Strut Length of the Medium 

XIENCE PRIME Stent XIENCE PRIME Stent 



Table 2. Relevant Dimensions of the Small XIENCE PRIME Stent and 
the Medium XIENCE PRIME Stent 



Dimension 


Measurement for the Small 
XIENCE PRIME Stent 


Measurement for the Medium 
XIENCE PRIME Stent 


L 


< 2.25 mm 


< 2.25 mm 


Nominal Expanded 
Diameter 


2.25-3.0 mm 


3.5-4.0 mm 
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At least claim 12 of the '154 Patent reads on the approved XIENCE PRIME Stent System 
and XIENCE PRIME Stent. Presented below in Table 3 is a comparison of the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent with claim 12 of the '154 Patent. 



Table 3. The XIENCE PRIME Stent As Compared To Claim 12 of the '154 Patent as 
Appeared in the Reexamination Certificate 





GorresDOndine feature in the XIENCE PRIME 




PM^ffi^ni vMam&m^ 


12. A longitudinally flexible stent, 
comprising: 


As described above and depicted in Figure 4A, 
the XIENCE PRIME Stent System includes, 
among other things, a XIENCE PRIME Stent 
pre-mounted on an unexpanded balloon. Figure 
4B depicts the XIENCE PRIME Stent after 
expansion by the balloon. In accordance with 
the attached IFU (see Exhibit D), the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent System is approved for improving 
coronary luminal diameter in patients with 
symptomatic heart disease due to de novo native 
coronary artery lesions. The XIENCE PRIME 
Stent is introduced percutanteously into either a 
femoral, brachial, or radial artery of the patient 
and advanced to the patient's coronary artery. 
The XIENCE PRIME Stent is therefore flexible 
along its length to facilitate delivery through 
tortuous body lumens. Accordingly, the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent is a longitudinally 
flexible stent. 


a plurality of cylindrical elements which are 
independently expandable in the radial' 
direction and which are interconnected so as 
to be concentrically aligned on a common 
longitudinal axis; 


As described in the Specification of the 4 1 54 patent, 
the cylindrical elements of the stent as depicted in 
Fig. 1 herein are independently expandable in the 
radial direction. See col. 1, 11. 59-62; col. 4, 11. 52- 
56. Similarly, and as shown in Figures 3 and 4A 
above, the XIENCE PRIME Stent includes a 
plurality of cylindrical elements. As evident from 
Figure 4B, the cylindrical elements of the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent are independently expandable in the 
radial direction. Further, and as shown in Figures 3 
and 4, the cylindrical elements of the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent are interconnected and concentrically 
aligned on a common longitudinal stent axis. 
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Claim Limitation 


CorresDondine Feature in the XIENCE PRIME 

Stent 


wherein each of the cylindrical elements is 
not a stent; 


As demonstrated in Figures 5 and 6 above, each of 
the cylindrical elements of the XIENCE PRIME 
Stent throughout the size matrix has a maximum 
length of less than 2.25 mm. As noted by the patent 
owner in the response filed on March 24, 2007, in 
the reexamination proceeding No. 90/007,878, e.g., 
at p. 16, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that a cylindrical element shorter than 4.0 
mm would not be functional as a stent. Hence, 
since each cylindrical element of the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent has a maximum theoretical length 
less than 2.25 mm, each of the cylindrical elements 
is not a stent. 


a plurality of generally parallel connecting 
elements for interconnecting said cylindrical 
elements, 


As shown in Figure 3 above, the XIENCE PRIME 
Stent includes a plurality of generally parallel 
connecting elements for interconnecting the 
cylindrical elements. 


said connecting elements configured to 
interconnect only said cylindrical elements 
that are adjacent to each other, so that said 
stent, when expanded radially outwardly, 
retains its overall length without appreciable 
shortening; and 


As evident from Figure 3 above, the connecting 
elements of XIENCE PRIME Stent are configured 
to interconnect only adjacent cylindrical elements. 
When the XIENCE PRIME Stent is radially 
expanded from its delivery condition to its nominal 
diameter or post-dilation diameter, the percent 
change of the overall stent length for each XIENCE 
PRIME stent of the size matrix is within the 
acceptance criteria established for foreshortening, 
among other product specifications, as noted in the 
SSED. See, e.g., p. 17 of Exhibit C. Hence, the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent retains its overall length 
without appreciable foreshortening. 


wherein no portion of the stent overlaps with 
any other portion of the stent so that there is 
no double thickness portion. 


As noted above, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is 
fabricated from a single tube of medical grade L- 
605 CoCr alloy. See e.g., p. 3 of the SSED (Exhibit 
C). As shown in Figures 3 and 4, the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent has no portion of the stent 
overlapping with any other portion of the stent, and 
there is no double thickness portion in the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent. 
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Additionally, at least claims 13, 14, and 17-22 of the '154 Patent also read on the 
approved XIENCE PRIME Stent System. Table 4 below summarizes the comparison between 
the XIENCE PRIME Stent and these claims. 



Table 4: The XIENCE PRIME Stent As Compared To Claims 13, 14, and 17-22 

of the ' 154 Patent 











13. The stent of claim 12, wherein said 
cylindrical elements are capable of retaining 
their expanded condition upon the expansion 
thereof. 


As noted in the IFU, the XIENCE PRIME Stent 
is deployed to its expanded state within the 
vessel, and then the balloon is deflated and 
removed with the XIENCE PRIME Stent 
remaining within the vessel to improve coronary 
artery luminal diameter. Hence, the cylindrical 
elements of the XIENCE PRIME Stent are 
capable of retaining their expanded condition 
upon the expansion thereof. 


14. The stent of claim 12, wherein said 

raUlally CXpcUlUaUlC LyiUlUHCal CIClllCIUo 111 

an expanded condition have a length less 
than the diameter thereof. 


As demonstrated in Figures 5 and 6 above, the 

nvprall IpnorVi nf anv Qtmt of trip ^TF^Jf^P 

V Vt-lull IWllfc^lil Ul dllj DL1 Ul Ul till/ /VIL/Hvlj 

PRIME Stent, and thus the maximum theoretical 
length of any cylindrical element, is less than 
2.25 mm. By contrast, the smallest diameter of 
the XIENCE PRIME Stent at nominal expansion 
is z.zj mm. rience, me expanuaoie cylindrical 
elements of the XIENCE PRIME Stent in an 

pvnQtiHpH pr\nHitif\n Via\/p a lpnotn Ipcc tnfin trip 
CAUdlltlCU CUilUlllUIl HclVC a lCllgUl ICjo lllCUl U1C 

diameter thereof. 


17. The stent of claim 12, wherein said 
connecting elements between adjacent 
cylindrical elements are circumferentially 
displaced with respect to said longitudinal 
axis. 


As shown in Figure 3 above, the connecting 
elements between adjacent cylindrical elements 
of the XIENCE PRIME Stent are 
circumferentially displaced with respect to the 
longitudinal stent axis. 


18. The stent of claim 17, wherein the 
circumferential displacement of said 
connecting elements between adjacent 
cylindrical elements is uniform. 


As shown in Figure 3 above, in the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent, the circumferential displacement 
of the connecting elements between adjacent 
cylindrical elements is uniform. 


19. The stent of claim 12, wherein there are 
up to four of said connecting elements 


As shown in Figure 3 above, the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent has three connecting elements 
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Claim Limitation 


CorresDondine Feature in the XIENCE PRIME 

Stent 


disposed between adjacent radially 
expandable cylindrical elements. 


between adjacent radially expandable cylindrical 
elements. 


20. The stent of claim 12, wherein said 
radially expandable cylindrical elements and 
said connecting elements are made of the 
same material. 


As noted above, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is 
fabricated from a single tube of medical grade L- 
605 CoCr alloy. See e.g., p. 3 of the SSED 
(Exhibit C). Thus, the radially expandable 
cylindrical elements and the connecting elements 
of the XIENCE PRIME Stent are made of the 
same material. 


21. The stent of claim 12, wherein said stent 
is formed from a single piece of tubing. 


As noted above, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is 
fabricated from a single tube of medical grade L- 
605 CoCr alloy. See e.g., Figure 4 above and p. 3 
of the SSED (Exhibit C). 


22. The stent of claim 12, wherein the stent 
is coated with a biocompatible coating. 


As describe above, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is 
coated with a drug matrix layer of PVDF-HFP. 
Further, and as demonstrated in pages 13-15 of 
SSED (Exhibit C), the XIENCE PRIME Stent 
satisfies various biocompatibility tests. 
Therefore, the XIENCE PRIME Stent is coated 
with a biocompatible coating. 
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10. A statement beginning on a new page of the relevant dates and information pursuant to 
35 U.S.C. 156(g) in order to enable the Secretary of Health and Human Services or the 
Secretary of Agriculture, as appropriate, to determine the applicable regulatory review 

period as follows: 

* * * 

(v) For a patent claiming a medical device: 

(A) The effective date of the investigational device exemption (IDE) and the IDE number, if 
applicable, or the date on which the applicant began the first clinical investigation 
involving the device, if no IDE was submitted, and any available substantiation of that 
date; 

The effective date of the investigational device exemption (IDE) was May 27, 2009 (the 
date on which the XIENCE PRIME Stent System received conditional approval). The IDE No. 
for the XIENCE PRIME product was G090068. 

(B) The date on which the application for product approval or notice of completion of a 
product development protocol under Section 515 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic 
Act was initially submitted and the number of the application; and 

The application for product approval under Section 5 1 5 of the Federal Food, Drug and 
Cosmetic Act, i.e., the Premarket Approval Application (PMA) was submitted in four modules, 
with Module 1 submitted on October 28, 2010. The remaining three modules were filed on 
February 25, 201 1; February 25, 201 1; and April 19, 201 1. The PMA Number was PI 10019. 

(C) The date on which the application was approved or the protocol declared to be 
completed; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(10)) 

PMA PI 10019 was approved on November 1, 2011. 

11. A brief description beginning on a new page of the significant activities undertaken by 
the marketing applicant during the applicable regulatory review period with respect to the 
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approved product and the significant dates applicable to such activities; (37 CFR 
1.740(a)(ll)) 

Attached as Exhibit I is a table listing significant activities undertaken by the marketing 
applicant during the applicable regulatory review period with respect to the approved product 
and the dates such activities occurred. Further details regarding the marketing applicant's 
activities during the regulatory review period may be provided upon request. 
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12. A statement beginning on a new page that in the opinion of the applicant the patent is 
eligible for the extension and a statement as to the length of extension claimed, including 
how the length of extension was determined; (37 CFR 1.740(a)(12» 

In the opinion of the Applicant, the U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 is eligible for an extension 
under 35 U.S.C. § 156 because: 

(i) one or more of the claims to U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 claim the approved 
product (XIENCE PRIME Stent System); 

(ii) the term of U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 has not been extended on the basis 
of 35 U.S.C. § 156 before submission of the instant application; 

(iii) the term of no other U.S. Patent has been extended under 35 U.S.C. § 156 
on the basis of the regulatory review process associated with the approved 
product (XIENCE PRIME Stent System); 

(iv) there is an eligible period of regulatory review by which the patent may be 
extended pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 156; 

(v) the present application has been submitted within the 60-day period 
following the approval date of the approved product, pursuant to 35 
U.S.C. § 156(c); and 

(vi) the application submitted herewith otherwise complies with all 
requirements of 35 U.S.C, § 156 and all applicable rules and procedures. 

(B) The period which the term of U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 is requested by the 
Applicant to be extended is 630 days, such that the patent would expire on January 27, 2015. 

(C) The requested period of extension of the term of U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 
corresponds to the regulatory review period that eligible for extension pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 
156, as calculated in 37 CFR § 1.777. 

1. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1.777(c)(1) 
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The number of days in the period beginning on the date a clinical investigation on 
humans involving the device was begun and ending on the date an application was initially 
submitted with respect to the device under section 515 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic 
Act; 520 days 

2. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1 .777(c)(2) 

The number of days in the period beginning on the date the application was initially 
submitted with respect to the device under section 515 of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic 
Act, and ending on the date such application was approved under such Act or the period 
beginning on the date a notice of completion of a product development protocol was initially 
submitted under section 515(f)(5) of the Act and ending on the date the protocol was declared 
completed under section 515(f)(6) of the Act. 370 days 

Total Regulatory Review Period under 37 CFR § 1 .777(c): 890 days 

3. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1.777(d)(1) 

Subtracting from the number of days determined by the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to be in the regulatory review period pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section: 

(i) The number of days in the periods of paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this 
section which were on and before the date on which the patent issued; 
Subtract 0 days 

(ii) The number of days in the periods of paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this 
section during which it is determined under 35 U.S.C. 156(d)(2)(B) by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services that applicant did not act with 
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due diligence; Applicant is believed to have acted with due diligence 
throughout the regulatory review period; Subtract 0 days 

(iii) One-half the number of days remaining in the period defined by paragraph 
(c)(1) of this section after that period is reduced in accordance with 
paragraphs (d)(1) (i) and (ii) of this section; half days will be ignored for 
purposes of subtraction; Subtract 260 days 

Relevant Period pursuant to 37 CFR §1.777(d)(l): 630 days (890 days - 260 days) 

3. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1 .777(d)(2) 

By adding the number of days determined in paragraph (d)(1) of this section to the 
original term of the patent as shortened by any terminal disclaimer; 630 days added to May 7, 
2013 is January 27, 2015 (the date expected). 

4. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1 .777(d)(3) 

By adding 14 years to the date of approval of the application under section 515 of the 
Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act or the date a product development protocol was declared 
completed under section 515(f)(6) of the Act; November 1, 2025. 

5. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1 .777(d)(4) 

By comparing the dates for the ends of the periods obtained pursuant to paragraphs (d)(2) 
and (d)(3) of this section with each other and selecting the earlier date; January 27, 2015 (the 
date expected) 

6. Calculations under 37 CFR § 1 .777(d)(5) 
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If the original patent was issued after September 24, 1984, 

(i) By adding 5 years to the original expiration date of the patent or earlier date set 
by terminal disclaimer; May 7, 2018 

(ii) By comparing the dates obtained pursuant to paragraphs (d)(4) and (d)(5)(i) of 
this section with each other and selecting the earlier date; January 27, 2015 (the 

date expected) 

Applicant submits that U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 should be extended to January 27, 
2015 (the date expected) 

13. A statement that applicant acknowledges a duty to disclose to the Director of the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services or the Secretary of Agriculture any information which is material to the 
determination of entitlement to the extension sought (37 CFR 1.740(a)(13)) 

Pursuant to 37 CFR. §1.1740(a)(13), applicant acknowledges its duty to disclose to the 
Director of the PTO and to the Secretary of Health and Human Services any information which 
is material to the determination of entitlement to the extension sought, particularly as that duty is 
defined in 37 CFR. § 1.765. 

In separate Information Disclosure Statement, applicant will provide additional material 
and information, for example, a summary of marketing applicant's stent products previously 
approved by the FDA. 

14. The prescribed fee for receiving and acting upon the application for extension (37 CFR 
1.740(a)(14)) 

Please deduct the fee prescribed in 37 CFR §1.20(j) for a patent term extension 
application under 35 U.S.C. § 156 from Deposit Account No. 02-4377. 
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15. The name, address, and telephone number of the person to whom inquiries and 
correspondence relating to the application for patent term extension are to be directed. (37 
CFR 1.740(a)(15)) 



Correspondence in connection with this application shall be directed to: 



Daniel J. Hulseberg 

USPTO Registration Number 36,554 

Customer No. 62,614 

30 Rockefeller Plaza 

New York, NY 10112-4498 

Phone Number: 212.408.2500 

Fax Number: 212.408.2501 



16. The application under this section must be accompanied by two additional copies of 
such application (for a total of three copies). (37 CFR 1.740(b)) 

Applicant submits herewith two additional copies of this application, as required by 37 
CFR 1.740(b). 



Respectfully submitted, 




Daniel J. Hulseberg 
Patent Office Reg. No. 36,554 



Steven P. Lendaris 



Patent Office Reg. No. 53,202 



Attorneys for Applicant 



BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 
Customer No. 626 1 4 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, NY 10112-4498 
(212) 408-2500 
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ASSIGNMENT 



3S- 

cn 



This Assignment made by Lilip Lau of Sunnyvale, California; 

William M. Hartigan of Fremont, California; and John J . Frantzen of 

Copperopolis, California, Assignors, to ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR 

SYSTEMS, a California corporation, Assignee, having a place of 

business at 3200 Lakeside Drive, Santa Clara, California 95052-8167. PJ 

WHEREAS, Assignors have invented a new and useful ^ 

o- 

EXP AND ABLE STENTS AND METHOD FOR MAKING SAME, for which an _^ 
application for United States Letters Patent was filed on July 28, 
1994, and has Serial No. 08/281,790; and 

WHEREAS, Assignors believe themselves to be the original, 
first and joint inventors of the invention disclosed and claimed in 
said application for Letters Patent; and 

WHEREAS, Assignee desires to acquire by formal, recordable 
assignment the entire right, title and interest in and to said 
invention, said application, and any Letters Patent that may be 
granted for said invention in the United States and throughout the 
world; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars 
($10.00) and of other good and valuable consideration, the receipt 
and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, Assignors hereby 
sell, assign and transfer to Assignee, the entire right, title and 
interest in and to said invention, said application, and any Letters 
Patent that may be granted for said invention in the United States 
and throughout the world, including the right to file foreign 
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applications directly in the name of the Assignee and to claim for 
any such foreign applications any priority rights to which such 
applications are entitled under international conventions, treaties 
or otherwise. 

Further, Assignors agree that, upon request and without 
further compensation, but at no expense to Assignors, they and their 
legal representative (s) and assigns will do all lawful acts, 
including the execution of papers and the giving of testimony, that 
may be necessary or desirable for obtaining, sustaining, reissuing or 
enforcing Letters Patent in the United States and throughout the 
world for said invention, and for perfecting, recording or 
maintaining the title of Assignee, its successors and assigns, to 
said invention, said application, and any Letters Patent granted for 
said invention in the United States and throughout the world. 

Assignors represent and warrant that they have not granted 
and will not grant to others any rights inconsistent with the rights 
granted herein. 

Assignors authorize and request the Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks of the United States and of all foreign countries to 
issue any Letters Patent granted for said invention, whether on said 
application or on any subsequently filed division, continuation, 
continuation-in-part or reissue application, to Assignee, its 
successors and assigns, as the assignee of the entire interest in 
said invention. 
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on the dates written here inbe low. 

Assignor (s): 



Date 
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Lilip Liu 



Date: 



, 1994 



William M. Hartigan 



Date: 



, 1994 



John J* Frantzen 
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ASSIGNMENT 



This Assignment made by Lilip Lau of Sunnyvale, California; 
William M. Hartigan of Fremont, California; and John J. Frantzen of 
copperopolis, California, Assignors, to ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR 
SYSTEMS, a California corporation, Assignee, having a place of 
business at 3200 Lakeside Drive, Santa Clara, California 95052-8167. 

WHEREAS, Assignors have invented a new and useful 
EXPANDABLE STENTS AND METHOD FOR MAKING SAME, for which an 
application for United States Letters Patent was filed on July 28, 
1994, and has Serial No. 08/281,790; and 

WHEREAS, Assignors believe themselves to be the original, 
first and joint inventors of the invention disclosed and claimed in 
said application for Letters Patent; and 

WHEREAS, Assignee desires to acquire by formal, recordable 
assignment the entire right, title and interest in and to said 
invention, said application, and any Letters Patent that may be 
granted for said invention in the United States and throughout the 
world; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars 
($10.00) and of other good and valuable consideration, the receipt 
and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, Assignors hereby 
sell, assign and transfer to Assignee, the entire right, title and 
interest in and to said invention, said application, and any Letters 
Patent that may be granted for said invention in the United States 
and throughout the world, including the right to file foreign 

DockctNo. 35765 (3802.3) 



so 



CO 

or.. 



en 



or? 

33 

cn 



applications directly in the name of the Assignee and to claim for 
any such foreign applications any priority rights to which such 
applications are entitled under international conventions, treaties 
or otherwise. 

Further, Assignors agree that, upon request and without 
further compensation, but at no expense to Assignors, they and their 
legal representative (s) and assigns will do all lawful acts, 
including the execution of papers and the giving of testimony, that 
may be necessary or desirable for obtaining, sustaining, reissuing or 
enforcing Letters Patent in the united States and throughout the 
world for said invention, and for perfecting, recording or 
maintaining the title of Assignee, its successors and assigns, to 
said invention, said application, and any Letters Patent granted for 
said invention in the United States and throughout the world. 

Assignors represent and warrant that they have not granted 
and will not grant to others any rights inconsistent with the rights 

granted herein. 

Assignors authorize and request the Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks of the United states and of all foreign countries to 
issue any Letters Patent granted for said invention, whether on said 
application or on any subsequently filed division, continuation, 
continuation-in-part or reissue application, to Assignee, its JJJ 
successors and assigns, as the assignee of the entire interest in 
said invention. 
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on the dates written hereinbelow. 

Assignor (s) : 
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ASSIGNMENT 



This Assignment Bade by Lilip Lau of Sunnyvale, California; 
William M. Hartigan of Fremont, California; and John J. Frantzen of 
Copperopolis, California, Assignors, to ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR 
SYSTEMS, a California corporation. Assignee, having a place of 
business at 3200 Lakeside Drive, Santa Clara, California 95052-8167. 

WHEREAS, Assignors have invented a new and useful „ 
EXPANDABLE STENTS AND METHOD FOR MAKING SAME, for which an Ij 
application for United States Letters Patent was filed on July 28, co 
1994, and has Serial No. 08/281,790; and 35 

sac 

WHEREAS, Assignors believe themselves to be the original, cn 
first and joint inventors of the invention disclosed and claimed in 
said application for Letters Patent; and 

WHEREAS, Assignee desires to acquire by formal, recordable 
assignment the entire right, title and interest in and to said 
invention, said application, and any Letters Patent that may be 
granted for said invention in the United States and throughout the ^ 

Hi 

world; — 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars ~ 
($10.00) and of other good and valuable consideration, the receipt g 
and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged. Assignors hereby 
sell, assign and transfer to Assignee, the entire right, title and 
interest in and to said invention, said application, and any Letters 
Patent that may be granted for said invention in the United States 
and throughout the world, including the right to file foreign 
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applications directly in the name of the Assignee and to claim for 
any such foreign applications any priority rights to which such 
applications are entitled under international conventions , treaties 
or otherwise. 

Further, Assignors agree that, upon request and without 
further compensation, but at no expense to Assignors, they and their 
legal representative (s) and assigns will do all lawful acts, » 
including the execution of papers and the giving of testimony, that —* 
may be necessary or desirable for obtaining, sustaining, reissuing or » 
enforcing Letters Patent in the United States and throughout the g 
world for said invention, and for perfecting, recording or cS 
maintaining the title, of Assignee, its successors and assigns, to cr 
said invention, said application, and any Letters Patent granted for 
said invention in the United States and throughout the world. 

Assignors represent and warrant that they have not granted 
and will not grant to others any rights inconsistent with the rights 
granted herein - 

Assignors authorize and request the Commissioner of Patents 13 

— 1 

and Trademarks of the United States and of all foreign countries to — 
issue any Letters Patent granted for said invention, whether on said <-u 
application or on any subsequently filed division, continuation, jg 
continuation-in-part or reissue application, to Assignee, its 
successors and assigns, as the assignee of the entire interest in 
said invention. 
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on the dates written hereinbelow. 

Assignor (s) : 
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State of California 

Secretary of State 



I, DEBRA BOWEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
California, hereby certify: 

That the attached transcript of ! page(s) has been compared 

with the record on file in this office, of which it purports to be a copy, and 
that it is full, true and correct. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I execute this 
certificate and affix the Great Seal of the 
State of California this day of 

FEB \ i 2007 



DEBRA BOWEN 
Secretary of State 



Sec/Slate Form CB-107 (REV 1/2007) 
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ENDORSED - FILED 

in the offica of th» 8«a^y ol Stats 
CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT OF of* 8 Steto of California 

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION pgg j 3 £007 

The undersigned certify that: 

1 . They are the President and an Assistant Secretary, respectively, of Advanced 
Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., a California corporation. 

2. Article I of the Articles of Incorporation of this corporation is amended to read as 
follows: 

The name of the corporation is Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc. 

3. The foregoing amendment of Articles of Incorporation has been duly approved 
by the Board of Directors on January 18. 2007. 

4 The foregoing amendment of Articles of Incorporation has been duly approved 
by the required vote of shareholders in accordance with Section 902. California 
Corporations Code. The total number of outstanding shares of the corporation 
is 100. The number of shares voting In favor of the amendment equaled or 
exceeded the vote required. The percentage vote required was more than 
50%. 

We further declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that 
the matters set forth in this certificate are true and correct of our own knowledge. 
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SUMMARY OF SAFETY AND EFFECTIVENESS DATA 

(SSED) 



L GENERAL INFORMATION 



Device Generic Name: 
Device Trade Name: 



Applicant's Name and Address: 



Drug Eluting Coronary Stent System (NIQ) 

XIENCE PRIME™ Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent 
System 

XIENCE PRIME™ LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary 
Stent System 

Abbott Vascular 
3200 Lakeside Drive 
Santa Clara, CA 95054 



Date of Panel Recommendation: None 



Premarket Approval Application 

(PMA) Number. PI 10019 

Date of FDA Notice of Approval: November 1, 201 1 

Expedited: Not Applicable 



II. INDICATIONS FOR USE 

The XIENCE PRIME stent system is indicated for improving coronary luminal diameter in 
patients with symptomatic heart disease due to de novo native coronary artery lesions (length 
< 32 mm) with reference vessel diameters of > 2.25 mm to < 4.25 mm. 

ID. CONTRAINDICATIONS 

The XIENCE PRIME stent system is contraindicated for use in patients: 

• Who cannot receive anti-platelet and/or anti-coagulant therapy 

• With lesions that prevent complete angioplasty balloon inflation or proper placement 
of the stent or stent delivery system 

• With hypersensitivity or contraindication to everolimus or structurally-related 
compounds, cobalt, chromium, nickel, tungsten, acrylic, and fluoropolymers 
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IV. WARNINGS AND PRECAUTIONS 



The warnings and precautions can be found in the XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME 
LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System labeling. 

V. DEVICE DESCRIPTION 

The XIENCE PRIME family of stent systems includes : 

• The XIENCE PRIME Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (stent diameters 
2.25, 2.5,2.75, 3.0, 3,5, 4.0 mm, stent lengths 8, 12, 15, 18, 23 mm) 

• XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (stent diameters 
2.25\ 2.5,2.75, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 mm, stent lengths 28, 33, 38 mm) Everolimus Eluting 
Coronary Stent Systems 

Hereafter the XIENCE PRIME family of stent systems is referred to as the XIENCE PRIME 
stent or XIENCE PRIME stent system. The XIENCE PRIME stent systems are device/drug 
combination products consisting of a drug-coated stent and a balloon expandable delivery 
system. The stent is coated with a formulation containing everolimus, the active ingredient, 
embedded in a non-erodible polymer, which is identical to the XIENCE V® Everolimus 
Eluting Coronary Stent System (XIENCE V EECSS) approved in P070015. 

The device component consists of medical grade L-605 cobalt chromium (CoCr) drug-coated 
stent mounted onto the XIENCE PRIME stent delivery system. The device component 
characteristics are summarized in Table 1. 



1 The 2.25 mm stent diameter for XIENCE PRIME LL is only available in the 28 mm stent length. 
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Table 1 



XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL Product Description 



XIENCE PRIME EECSS 



XIENCE PRIME LL EECSS 



Available Stent 
Lengths (mm) 



8, 12, 15, 18,23 



28, 33,38 



Available Stent 
Diameters (mm) 



2.25, 2.5, 2.75,3.0,3.5,4.0 



2.25*, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5,4.0 



Stent Material 



A medical grade L-605 Cobalt Chromium (CoCr) alloy 



Drug Component 



Stent 
Design 


Diameters (mm) 


Stent 
Length 
(mm) 


Surface 
Area 


Target 
Drug 
Amount 
(^g) 


Small 


2.25, 2.5, 2.75, 3.0 


8 


0.3972 


40 


Small 


2.25, 2.5, 2.75, 3.0 


12 


0.6048 


■ 60 


Small 


2.25, 2.5,2.75, 3.0 


15 


0.7431 


74 


Small ' 


2.25, 2.5,2.75,3.0 


18 


0.8815 


88 


Small 


2.25, 2.5,2.75,3.0 


23 


1.0891 


109 


Small 


2.25,2.5,2.75, 3.0 


28 


1.3658 


137 


Small 


2.5, 2.75,3.0 


33 


1.5734 


157 


Small 


2.5, 2.75,3.0 


38 


1.8501 


185 


Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


8 


0.4979 


50 


Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


12 


0.7466 


75 


Medium 


3.5,4,0 


15 


0.9124 


91 


Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


18 


1.1612 


116 


Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


23 


1.4099 


141. 


Medium 


3.5,4,0 


28 


1.7415 


174 


'Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


33 


1.9903 


199 


Medium 


3.5, 4.0 


38 


2.3219 


232 



Delivery System 
Working Length 



143 cm 



Single access port to inflation lumen; guide wire exit notch is located 25.5 cm from 
tip; designed for guide wires < 0.014". 



Delivery System 
Design 



Stent Delivery 
System Balloon 



A compliant, tapered balloon, with two radiopaque markers located on the catheter 
shaft to indicate balloon positioning and expanded stent length 



Balloon Inflation 
Pressure 



Rated Burst Pressure (RBP): 1 8 atm (1 824 kPa) 



Stent Diameter (mm) 


In Vitro Stent Nominal 
Pressure (atm) 


2.25 


8 


2.5 


8 


2.75 


8 


3.0 


10 


3.5 


10 


4.0 


10 



Guiding Catheter 
inner Diameter 



> 5F (0.056") 



Catheter Shaft Outer 
Diameter 



Distal: 
Proximal: 



0.034" (0.86 mm) 
0.031" (0.79 mm) 



The 2.25 mm diameter stent for XIENCE PRIME LL is only available in the 28 mm stent length. 
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A, Device Component Description 

The XIENCE PRIME stent system consists of the coated Cobalt Chromium (CoCr) alloy 
stent mounted on a delivery system. The XIENCE PRIME stent uses the identical stent and 
balloon materials, and the identical drug coating formulation and drug dose density 
(100ug/cm 2 ) as the XIENCE V Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (P07001 5 and 
supplements). The XIENCE PRIME stent design is similar to that of the XIENCE V stent 
with regard to the Multi-Link Vision Coronary Stent System (P020047 and supplements) 
stent design in strut thickness and similar metal to artery ratios that, when expanded, allows 
for similar drug dosing to the vessel. The XIENCE PRIME stent design has been slightly 
modified from that of the XIENCE V stent design in order to accommodate design 
improvements while not affecting the overall structural integrity of the design. These 
modifications include longer cell length and a modified proximal end ring. 

The XIENCE PRIME stent delivery system utilizes the same principle of operations as other 
Abbott Vascular Rapid Exchange (RX) stent systems and dilatation catheters. The XIENCE 
PRIME stent delivery system materials are similar to those used in the XIENCE V EECSS 
and the Voyager NC Coronary Dilatation Catheter (DCD) (P810046/S226). 

B. Drug Component Description 

Identical to the XIENCE V stent, the XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus 
Eluting Coronary Stents (XIENCE PRIME stent) are coated with everolimus (active 
ingredient), embedded in a non-erodible polymer (inactive ingredient). 

Bl. Everolimus 

Everolimus is the active pharmaceutical ingredient in the XIENCE PRIME stent. It is a novel 
semi-synthetic macrolide immunosuppressant, synthesized by chemical modification of 
rapamycin (INN: sirolimus). The everolimus chemical name is 40-O-(2-hydroxyethyl)- 
rapamycin and the chemical structure is shown in Figure 1 below. 
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9 



Figure 1 



Chemical Structure of Everolimus 



B2. Inactive Ingredients 

The XIENCE PRIME stent contains inactive ingredients, including poly n-butyl methacrylate 
(PBMA), a polymer that adheres to the stent and drug coating, and PVDF-HFP, which is 
comprised of vinylidene fluoride and hexafluoropropylene monomers as the drug matrix 
layer containing everolimus. PBMA is a homopolymer with a molecular weight (Mw) of 
264,000 to 376,000 dalton. PVDF-HFP is a non-erodible semi -crystalline random copolymer 
with a molecular weight (Mw) of 254,000 to 293,000 dalton. The drug matrix copolymer is 
mixed with everolimus (83%/l 7% w/w polymer/everolimus ratio) and applied to the entire 
PBMA-coated stent surface. The drug load is 100 ng/cm 2 . No topcoat layer is used. The 
polymer chemical structures are shown in Figure 2a and 2b below. 



CH 3 

--CH 2 — C— 




(CH 2 ) 3 
CH 3 



Figure 2a 



Chemical Structure of Poly (n-butyl methacrylate) (PBMA) 
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F 
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m 



Figure 2b Formula for Vinylidene Fluoride and Hexafluoropropylene 

Copolymer (PVDF-HFP) 

The product matrix, including nominal dosages of everolimus in each XIENCE PRTME stent 
is described in Table 2. The nominal everolimus content is based on stent design and length. 
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Tabic 2 XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL EECSS Product Matrix and 
Everolimus Content 



XIENCE 
PRIME™ 
US and Japan 

V^UIIIIILcrUdl 

Part# 


Nominal 
Expanded 
Stent Diameter 
(mm) 


Nominal 
Unexpanded 
Stent Length 
(mm) 


Nominal 
Everolimus 


1011730-08 


2.25 


8 


40 


1011730-12 


2.25 


12 


60 


1011730-15 


2.25 


15 


74 


1011730-18 


2.25 


18 


88 


1011730-23 


2.25 


23 


109 


1011730-28 


2.25 


28 


137 


1011731-08 


2.5 


8 


40 


1011731-12 


2.5 


12 


60 


1011731-15 


2.5 


15 


74 


1011731-18 


2.5 


(8 


88 


1011731-23 


2.5 


23 


109 


1011731-28 


2.5 


28 


137 


1011731-33 


2.5 


33 


157 


1011731-38 


2.5 


38 


185 


1011732-08 


2.75 


8 


40 


1011732-12 


2.75 


12 


60 


1011732-15 


2.75 


15 


74 


101 1732-18 


2 75 


18 


88 

(JO 


101 1732-23 


2 75 


23 


109 


101 1739-28 

lull; JZ>"£<0 


7 75 


28 


137 
i j/ 


101 1732-33 


2 75 


33 


157 


101 1732-38 

Wl 1 / J^i *7C> 


2.75 


38 


185 


1011733-08 


3,0 


8 


40 


1011733-12 


3.0 


12 


60 


1011733-15 


3.0 


15 


74 


1011733-18 


3.0 


18 


88 


1011733-23 


3.0 


23 


109 


1011733-28 


3.0 


28 


137 


101 1733-33 


3.0 


33 


157 


1011733-38 


3.0 


38 


185 
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Table 2 XIENCE PRIME arid X1ENCE PRIME LL EECSS Product Matrix and 



Everolimus Content 


(cont'd) 


XIENCE 
PRIME™ 

US and Japan 

V^UllllliCI Hal 

Part# 


Nomina] 
Expanded 
Stent Diameter 
(mm) 


Nominal 
Unexpanded 
Stent Length 
(mm) 


Nominal 
Everolimus 
Content f^iicri 


1011734-08 


3.5 


8 


50 


1011734-12 • 


3.5 


12 


75 


1011734-15 


3.5 


15 


91 


1011734-18 


3.5 


18 


116 


1011734-23 


3.5 


23 


141 


1011734-28 


3.5 


28 


174 


1011734-33 


3.5 


33 


199 


1011734-38 


3.5 


38 


232 


101 1735-08 


4.0 


8 


50 


1011735-12 


4.0 


12 


75 


1011735-15 


4.0 


15 


91 


1011735-18 


4.0 


18 


116 


1011735-23 


4.0 


23 


141 


1011735-28 


4.0 


28 


174 


1011735-33 


4.0 


33 


199 


1011735-38 


4.0 


38 


232 



C. Mechanism of Action 

The mechanism by which the XIENCE PRIME stent inhibits neointimal growth as seen in 
preclinical and clinical studies has not been established. At the cellular level, everolimus 
inhibits growth factor-stimulated cell proliferation. At the molecular level, everolimus forms 
a complex with the cytoplasmic protein FKBP-12 (FK 506 Binding Protein). This complex 
binds to and interferes with FRAP (FKBP- 12 Rapamycin Associated Protein), also known as 
mTOR (mammalian Target Of Rapamycin), leading to inhibition of cell metabolism, growth 
and proliferation by arresting the cell cycle at the late Gl stage. 

VI. ALTERNATIVE PRACTICES AND PROCEDURES 

There are several other alternatives for the treatment of patients with coronary artery disease 
including exercise, diet, drug therapy, percutaneous coronary interventions (i.e., balloon 
angioplasty, atherectomy, bare metal stents, coated stents, and other drug-eluting stents), and 
coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG) surgery. Each alternative has its own advantages 
and disadvantages. A patient should fully discuss these alternatives with his/her physician to 
select the method that best meets expectations and lifestyle. 
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VII. MARKETING HISTORY 



The XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System 
is commercially available in the following countries: 



Afghanistan 


France 


Luxembourg 


Serbia 


Albania 


French Polynesia 


Macedonia 


Singapore 


Algeria 


French Guyana 


Malaysia 


Slovakia 


Aruba 


Georgia 


Malta 


Slovenia 


Australia 


Germany 


Martinique 


South Korea 


Austria 


Greece 


Mauritius 


Spain 


Bahamas 


Guadeloupe 


Morocco 


Sri Lanka 


Bahrain 


Guatemala 


Myanrnar 


Surinarne 


Bangladesh 


Guyana 


Netherlands 


Sweden 


Barbados 


Honduras 


New Caledonia 


Switzerland 


Belgium 


Hong Kong 


New Zealand 


Syria 


Belize 


Hungary 


Nicaragua 


Thailand 


Bermuda 


Iceland 


Niederl. Antill. 


Trinidad and Tobago 


Bolivia 


India 


Nigeria 


Tunisia 


Brazil 


Indonesia 


Norway 


Turkey 


British Virgin Islands 


Iran- 


Oman 


Uganda 


Brunei 


Iraq 


Pakistan 


Ukraine 


Bulgaria 


Ireland 


Panama 


United Arab Emirates. 


Cambodia 


Israel 


Paraguay 


United Kingdom 


Cayman Islands 


Italy 


Philippines 


Uruguay 


Chile 


Jamaica 


Poland 


Vietnam 


Colombia 


Jordan 


Portugal 


Zimbabwe 


Cyprus 


Kenya 


Qatar 




Czech Republic 


Kosovo 


Rep. of Armenia 




Denmark 


Kuvyait 


Rep. of Yemen 




Dominican Republic 


Latvia 


Reunion 




Egypt 


Lebanon 


Romania 




El Salvador 


Libya 


Russian Federation 




Estonia 


Liechtenstein 


San Marino 




Finland 


Lithuania 


Saudi Arabia 
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The XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL EECSS have not been withdrawn from 
marketing in any country, for any reason. 

As of September 30 5 201 1 ; 472,860 XIENCE PRIME™ and XIENCE PRIME™ LL 
Eyerolimus Eluting Coronary Stent Systems have been distributed outside of the United 
States. 



VIII. POTENTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS OF THE DEVICE ON HEALTH 

Below is a list of the potential adverse effects (e.g., complications) associated with the use of 
the XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System. 

Adverse events (in alphabetical order) which may be associated with percutaneous coronary 
and treatment procedures, where coronary stents are used in native coronary arteries include, 
but are not limited to: 

• Abrupt closure 

• Access site pain, hematoma, or hemorrhage 

• Acute myocardial infarction 

• Allergic reaction or hypersensitivity to contrast agent or cobalt, chromium, nickel, 
tungsten, acrylic, and fluoropolymers; and drug reactions to antiplatelet drugs or 
contrast agent 

• Aneurysm 

• Arterial perforation and injury to the coronary artery 

• Arterial rupture 

• Arteriovenous fistula 

• Arrhythmias, atrial and ventricular * 

• Bleeding complications, which may require transfusion 

• Cardiac tamponade 

• Coronary artery spasm 

• Coronary, or stent embolism 

• Coronary or stent thrombosis 

• Death 

• Dissection of the coronary artery 

• Distal emboli (air, tissue or thrombotic) 

• Emergent or non-emergent coronary artery bypass graft surgery 

• Fever . 

• Hypotension and/or hypertension 

• Infection and pain at insertion site 

• Injury to the coronary artery 

• Ischemia (myocardial) 

• Myocardial infarction (MI) 

• Nausea and vomiting 

• Palpitations 
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Peripheral ischemia (due to vascular injury) 
Pseudoaneurysm 
Renal failure 

Restenosis of the stented segment of the artery 
Shock/pulmonary edema 
Stroke/cerebrovascular accident (CVA) 
Total occlusion of coronary artery 
Unstable or stable angina pectoris 

Vascular complications, including at the entry site, which may require vessel repair 
Vessel dissection 

Everolimus is approved in the United States under the name of Zortress by Novartis 
Pharmaceuticals for the prophylaxis of organ rejection in adult kidney transplant recipients at 
low-moderate immunologic risk, at the dose of 1 .5 mg/day when taken by mouth. Outside the 
United States, Zortress is sold under the brand name Certican in more than 70 countries. 
Everolimus is also approved in the United States under the name of Afinitor for the treatment 
of patients with advanced renal cell carcinoma (cancer) after failure of treatment with 
sunitinib or sorafenib, at doses of 5 to 20 mg/day when taken by mouth. The amount of drug 
that circulates in the bloodstream following implantation of a XIENCE PRIME stent is 
several folds lower than that obtained with oral doses (1 .5 mg to 20 mg/day). 

The following list includes the known risks of everolimus at the oral doses listed above: 

Abdominal pain 
Acne 
Anemia 
Anorexia 
Asthenia 
Coagulopathy 
Cough 
Diarrhea 
Dyspnea 
Dysgeusia 
Dry skin 

Edema peripheral 
Epistaxis- 
Fatigue 
Headache 
Hemolysis 

Hypercholesterolemia 
Hyperglycemia 
Hyperlipidemia 
Hypertension 
Hypertriglyceridemia . 
Hypogonadism male 
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• Infections: wound infection, urinary tract infection, pneumonia, pyelonephritis, sepsis 
and other viral, bacterial, and fungal infections 

• Increased serum creatinine 

• Leukopenia or lymphopenia 

• Pruritus 

• Pyrexia 

• Liver function test abnormality 

• Lung and breathing problems 

• Lymphocele 

• Mucosal inflammation 

• Myalgia 

• Nausea 

• Non-infectious pneumonitis 

• Pain in extremity 

• Rash 

• Renal tubular necrosis 

• Stomatitis 

• Surgical wound complication 
. • Thrombocytopenia 

• Venous thromboembolism 

• Vomiting 

There may be other potential adverse events that are unforeseen at this time. 

For the specific adverse events that occurred in the clinical studies, please see Section X. 
below. 
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IX. SUMMARY OF PRECLINICAL STUDIES 



A series of non-clinical laboratory studies related to the XIENCE PRIME and XJENCE 
PRIME LL product were performed. Studies included those performed on the bare metal 
stent system (Multi-Link family — ML8, VISION and MINI VISION), the combination 
product XIENCE V or the finished combination product (XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE 
PRIME LL Stent Systems). Leveraging data from testing performed on the Multi-Link 
family is appropriate because the stent materials and manufacturing process are identical to 
the XIENCE PRIME for testing where it is appropriate to test bare metal stents. 



A. Laboratory Studies 

Al . Biocompatibilitv Studies 

A series of GLP biocompatibility tests were conducted to demonstrate the components of the 
XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System are 
non-toxic. 

All biocompatibility testing was conducted in accordance with one or more of the following 
general regulations and guidance documents: 

• Guidance for Industry and FDA Staff - Non-Clinical Engineering Tests and 
Recommended Labeling for Intravascular Stents and Associated Delivery 
Systems (April 18, 2010) 

• Good Laboratory Practices Regulations (21 CFR § 58) 

• ISO 1 0993 , Biological Evaluation of Medical Devices 

• USP <85> Bacterial Endotoxin Test 

.• USP <87/88> Biological Reactivity Tests 

• USP <161> Transfusion and Infusion Assemblies and Similar Medical 
Devices 

Table 3 describes the biocompatibility testing. 



PMA PI 10019: FDA Summary of Safety and Effectiveness Data 



Page 13 of 46 



Table 3 Biocompatibility Test Summary 



Test Name 


Description of Test 


Test Article and Results 


Cytotoxicity 


ISO 10993-5 USP: 
Cytotoxicity ISO Elution Test 
(MEM Extract) 


• Composite sample of XIENCE PRIME 
stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
cytotoxic) ' 

• XIENCE V stent: Pass (non-cytotoxic 

UC1UW lUAlWliy ULICMIUIU \JL C VCI UillUUo J 

• Polymer-only coated stent: Pass (non- 
cytotoxic) 


Sensitization 


ISO 10993-10: Maximization 
Test for Delayed 
Hypersensitivity (ISO) 


• Composite sample of XIENCE PRIME 
stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
sensitizing) 

• XIENCE V stent: Pass (non- sensitizing 
below toxicity threshold of everolimus) 

• Polymer-only coated stent: Pass (non- 
sensitizing) 


Intracutaneous 

J\.G alp l L v i iy 


ISO 10993-10 USP: 

Tntrartitj*ripnii« ^InhraHptmn!^ 
Ill 1 1 aljULdll-vVJUo ^JJllLCUvllIlalJ 

Reactivity Test (ISO) 


• Composite sample of XIENCE PRI ME 
stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
irritating) 

• XIENCE V stent: Pass (non-irritating 

. oeiow xoxiciiy inresnoia or everojimus^ 

• Polymer-only coated stent: Pass (non- 
irritating) 


Systemic Toxicity 


Acute Systemic Toxicity 


• Composite sample of XIENCE PRIME 
stent and delivery system; Pass (non-toxic) 


USP <88>: Systemic Injection 
Test (Mouse Injection) 


• Polymer-only coated stent: Pass (non- 
toxic) 


Hemocompatibility/ 
Hemolysis* 


ISO 10993-4; Hemolysis Test 
- Extraction Method 


Composite sample of XIENCE PRIME 
stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
hemolytic) 


ISO 10993-4: Hemolysis, 
Direct Contact (Rabbit Red 
Blood Cells) 


• XIENCE V stent: Pass (non-hemolytic) 


ISO 10993-4: Hemolysis, 
Indirect Contact (Rabbit Red 
Blood Cells) 


• XIENCE V stent: Pass (non-hemolytic) 


Complement Activation 


ISO 10993-4: Complement 
Activation Test (C3a and 
SC5b-9) 


XIENCE PRIME stent: Pass 
XIENCE PRIME delivery system: Pass 


Pyrogenicity 


ISO 10993-1 1 USP : LAL 
Bacterial Endotoxins Test for 
Medical Devices - 
i^riromogenic ivieuioa 


Composite sample of XIENCE PRIME 
stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
pyrogenic) 


ISO 10QQ3-1 1 • Svtfemic 

Toxicity (Material Mediated 
Rabbit) 


stent and delivery system: Pass (non- 
pyrogenic) 


Implantation 


ISO 10993-6: 90-day (Rabbit, 
Intramuscular) 


• 2.6X XIENCE V stent: Pass 




Sub-chronic Toxicity (fulfilled 
through 90-day implant) 






USP <88> 7-day (Rabbit, 
Intramuscular) 


• Polymer-only coated stent: Pass 


Genotoxicity 


ISO 10993-3: Bacterial 


( 2.6X XIENCE V stent: Pass (non- 
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Reverse Mutation Assay 
(Ames test) 


mutagenic) 




ISO 10993-3* In Vitro 
Chromosomal Aberration 
(Chinese Hamster Ovary 
cells) 


• ? fiX XTFNCF V stent- Pa<z<z fnnn- 

mutagenic) 




ISO 10993-3; Clastogenicity 
in Mammalian Cells 
(CHO/HGPRT forward 
mutation) 


( 2.6X XIENCE V stent: Pass (non- 
mutagenic) 




ISO 10993-3: Mammalian 
Erythrocyte Micronucleus 
Test 


• 2.6X. XIENCE V stent: Pass (non- 
mutagenic) 


Reproductive Toxicity 
(Teratology) 


ISO 10993-3: Reproductive 
and Developmental Toxicity 


• XIENCE V stent: Pass (no n- teratogenic) 


Carcinogenicity 


ISO 10993-3: Carcinogenicity 


( XIENCE V stent: Pass (non- 
carcinogenic) 



A2. In Vitro Engineering Testing 

In vitro engineering testing, in accordance with FDA "Guidance for and FDA Staff- Non- 
Clinical Tests and Recommended Labeling for Intravascular Stents and Associated Delivery 
Systems/' April 2010, was conducted on the XIENCE PRIME Stent except where the testing 
could be leveraged from the MULTI-LINK VISION, MULTI-LINK MINI VISION, or 
MULTI-LINK 8 stents, approved in P020047, P020047/S003, and P020047/0 1 7 respectively, 
or the XIENCE V stent, approved in P070017. Supplementary in vitro engineering tests were 
also performed on the XIENCE PRIME delivery systems containing the XIENCE PRIME 
stent mounted on a delivery catheter. This testing is summarized in Table 4. "Pass" denotes 
that the test results met product specifications and/or the recommendations in the above- 
referenced guidance document. 
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Table 4 In Vitro Engineering Studies 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Material Characterization Testing 


Materia] Analysis 


Evaluations were conducted on the stent tubing provided by the material 
supplier prior to any processing to confirm chemical analysis, grain size, 
and inclusion content per relevant ASTM standards (F90, A751, El 086, 
F1479. E1019, El 12, F138, F2527, E45). In addition, SEM analysis was 
conducted on bare metal stents to identify and analyze trace contaminants 
which may be present on the stent. 


PASS 


Material Properties: 
Tensile Strength and 
Elongation 


Tensile strength and elongation testing was performed on the stent tubing 
prior to any processing. The tensile strength and elongation met acceptance 
criteria. 


PASS 


Corrosion Testing 


Initial pitting corrosion testing conducted on the MULTI-LINK VISION 
stents (P020047) is leveraged to support the approval of the X1ENCE 
PRIME Stent System. In addition, corrosion testing was conducted on 
MULTI-LINK 8 stents (P020047/S017) following 400 million cycles (ten 
year equivalent) of radial fatigue in an overlapped 15 mm static bend. The 
corrosion testing was conducted according to ASTM F2129 "Standard Test 
Method for Conducting Cyclic Potentiodynamic Measurements to 
Determine the Corrosion Susceptibility of Small Implant Devices" to 
demonstrate that the finished stents exhibit acceptable corrosion resistance. 
All MULTI-LINK VISION and MULTI-LINK 8 stents tested exceeded the 
minimum acceptance criteria for rest potential and breakdown potential and 
therefore exhibited acceptable pitting corrosion resistance. 

Both bare metal and polymer-only coated XIENCE V stents were tested 
according to ASTM F2129 to demonstrate that the finished stents exhibit 
acceptable corrosion resistance. 

Since the XIENCE PRIME stent is similar in design to the MULTI-LINK 
VISION and XIENCE V stents, identical to the MULTI-LINK 8 stent, and 
has the identical material and manufacturing processes as all three stents, 
the corrosion test results can be leveraged in support of the XIENCE 
PRIME Stent System. 


PASS 

- 


Fretting Corrosion 


XTENCE PRIME stents were evaluated following 400 million cycles (10 
year equivalent) of radial fatigue testing in an overlapped 1 5mm static bend 
to determine the potential for fretting corrosion. The results met all 
acceptance criteria and indicated that the stents possess a high resistance to v 
fretting corrosion. 


PASS 


Galvanic Corrosion 


Testing was conducted on marketed stainless steel (MULTI-LINK TETRA) 
and CoCr (MULTI-LINK VISION) overlapped in a passive manner, and 
overlapped in an active manner (with disruption of the oxide layer) to 
determine the potential for galvanic corrosion, The results met the 
acceptance criteria and indicated a high resistance to galvanic corrosion. 


PASS 


Stent Dimensional and Functional Attributes 


Stent Dimensional 
Inspection 


Measurements were taken of the bare metal stent strut width, thickness, and 
length. All stents met product specifications. 


PASS 


Stent Percent Surface 
Area 


Determines the metal-to-artery ratio of the nominal XIENCE PRIME stent 
using a theoretical calculation that divides the total vessel contact metal 
surface area of the stent by the theoretical surface area of the vessel at the 
desired diameter. Metal to artery percentage ratios were calculated for each 
stent diameter, with the highest surface to artery ratio (17%) occurring at 
the smallest stent diameter (2.25 mm). 


PASS 
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Table 4 In Vitro Engineering Studies 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Stent Uniformity of 
Expansion Test 


Determines the uniformity of expansion along the stent length. XIENCE 
PRJME units were inflated to either nominal or post-dilated inner 
diameters, deflated, and diameter measurements were taken at various 
points along the stent length. Measurements were averaged and all 
XIENCE PRIME stents met product specifications. 


PASS 


Stent Percent Length 
Change 

(Foreshortening) Test 


Determines the difference in stent length pre-and post-expansion to either 
nominal or post-dilated mner diameters. All stents met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Stent Percent Recoil 
Test 


Quantifies the amount of recoil of the stent after balloon expansion. The 
system was inflated to either nominal or post-dilated diameters and . 
measurements were taken of the stent diameter at various locations along 
the stent length. The system was then deflated and the same measurements 
taken. The percent recoil is calculated by subtracting the average stent 
inner diameter (ID) without the balloon from the average stent ID with the 
balloon, dividing by the average stent ID with the balloon and multiplying 
by 100,' All XIENCE PRIME stents met product specifications. 


PASS 


Radial Stiffness 


Radial stiffness was evaluated on the XIENCE PRIME stent for 
information only. 


For 

characterization 
only 


Stent Radial (Hoop) 
Strength Test 


Testing was conducted to determine the radial strength of the stent under 
compression force. Stents were expanded to either nominal or post-dilated 
diameters, placed in an lnstron tester, and subjected to incrementally 
increasing compression forces. The pressure at which deformation is no 
longer completely reversible was recorded. All XIENCE PRIME stents 
met product specifications. 


PASS 


Finite Element 
Analysis (FEA) 


An in-depth analysis of the stent was conducted to ensure that the implant 
conditions to which the stent will be subjected would not result in failure 
due to fatigue. The FEA evaluated the structural integrity of the stent when 
subjected to the expected loading conditions generated in coronary arteries. 
The analysis took into account manufacturing, delivery, implantation and 
clinical loading over the implant life, and predicted that fatigue failures of 
the XIENCE PRIME stent will not likely occur. 


PASS 


Accelerated 
Structural Fatigue 


Testing was conducted to demonstrate structural durability of the XIENCE 
PRIME stent under expected in vivo cyclic loading conditions for an 
equivalent of 10 years (--400 million cycles) in an overlapped configuration 
on a static bend with a radius of 1 5 mm. 

The stents were expanded to the largest intended diameter, and were 
dynamically cycled in a simulated vessel for 400 million cycles. Following 
cycling, stents were visually inspected under 40X magnification. No signs 
of strut cracking or breaking were- detected. ' 


PASS 



PMA PI 10019: FDA Summary of Safety and Effectiveness Data 



Page 17 of 46 



Table 4 In Vitro Engineering Studies 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Magnetic Resonance 
Imaging (MRJ) 


Nonclinical testing has demonstrated that the XIENCE PRIME stent, in 
single and in overlapped configurations up to 71 mm in length, is MR 
Conditional. It can be scanned safely under the following conditions: 

♦ Static magnetic field of 1.5 or 3 Tesla 

• Spatial gradient field of 2500 Gauss/cm or less 

♦ . Maximum whole-body-averaged specific absorption rate (SAR) of 2.0 
W/kg (normal operating mode) for up to 1 5 minutes of scanning for 
each sequence 

The XrENCE PRIME stent should not migrate in this MRJ environment. 
Nonclinical testing at field strengths greater than 3 Tesla has not been 
performed to evaluate stent migration or heating. MRI at 1 .5 or 3 Tesla may 
be performed immediately following the implantation of the XIENCE 
PRIME stent- 
Stent heating was derived by using the measured nonclinical, in vitro 
temperature rises in a 

GE Excite 3 Tesla scanner and in a GE 1 .5 Tesla coil in combination with 
the. local specific absorption rates (SARs) in a digitized human heart model. 
The maximum whole body averaged SAR was determined by validated ■ 
calculation. At overlapped lengths of up to 71 mm, the XIENCE PRIME 
stent produced a nonclinical maximum local temperature rise of 3.3°C at a 
maximum whole body averaged SAR of 2.0 W/kg (normal operating mode) 
for 1 5 minutes. These calculations do not take into consideration the 
cooling effects of blood flow. 

The effects of MRI on overlapped stents greater than 71 mm in length or 
stents with fractured struts are unknown. 

As demonstrated in nonclinical testing, an image artifact can be present 
when scanning the XIENCE PRIME stent. MR image quality may be 
compromised if the area of interest is in the exact same area, or relatively 
close to, the position of the XIENCE PRIME stent. Therefore, it may be 
necessary to optimize the MR imaging parameters for the presence of 
XIENCE PRIME stent 

It is suggested that patients register the conditions under which the implant 
can safely be scanned with the Medic Alert Foundation 
(www.medicalert.org) or an equivalent organization 


PASS 
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Table 4 In Vitro Engineering Studies 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Radiopacity 


Confirms that the XIENCE PRIME stent is adequately visible under 
fluoroscopic imaging equipment. Testing indicated that visibility of the 
XIENCE PRIME stent is comparable to that of the MULTI-LINK VISION 
and MULTTLINK MINI VISION under fluoroscopy. 


PASS 


Delivery System Dimensional and Functional Attributes 


Catheter Dimensional 
Measurements 


The following characteristics were tested to conform to the applicable 
specifications: 

Tip Length, Tip Seal Length, Tip Unsealed Length, Proximal Unsealed 
Balloon Shaft, Total Catheter Length & Distal Catheter Length, Guide Wire 
Lumen Dimensions (Tip Inner Diameter (ID) & Distal Shaft Junction Notch 
ID), Stent Placement, Balloon Shoulder to Marker Alignment, Balloon 
Working Length, Proximal Shaft Marker Locations (Femoral Marker & 
Brachial Marker), Delivery System Outer Diameters (Distal Shaft OD, Mid 
Shaft OD, Proximal Shaft OD, Tip Entry OD, Guide Wire Notch OD). All 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery, 
Deployment, and 
Relraction 


Design validations demonstrate that the XIENCE PRIME Stent System 
meets the user needs. 


PASS 


Balloon Rated Burst 
Pressure 


Statistically demonstrates with 95% confidence, at least 99.9% of the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems will not rupture below the rated burst 
pressure (RBP) and to demonstrate that at a 95% confidence level, at least 
99% of the XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems will not rupture below the 
maximum labeled compliance (MLC) pressure. All XIENCE PRIME Stent 
Systems met product specifications and confidence/reliability limits. 


PASS 


Unconstrained 
Balloon Fatigue 


Statistically demonstrates with 95% confidence, at least 90% of the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems will sustain 10 repeated inflations to the 
rated burst pressure inside the stent. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems 
met product specifications. 


PASS 


Stent Diameter vs. 
Balloon Pressure 
(Compliance) 


Determines how the diameter of a deployed balloon varies with applied 
balloon pressures. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product- 
specifications. 


PASS 


Soft Tip Tensile 


Determines the tensile strength of the soft tip. All XIENCE PRIME Stent 
Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Distal Delivery 
System Tensile 


Determines the tensile strength of the distal portion of the delivery system. 
All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Proximal Adaptation 
Tensile Strength 


Determines the tensile strength of the proximal adaptation of the delivery 
system. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Crossing Profile - 
Crimped Stent Outer 
Diameter 


Determines the crimped stent outer diameter. Measurements were taken at 
various locations along the length of the stent and averaged to calculate the 
mean outer diameter. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Balloon 

Inflation/Deflation 
Times 


Determines the amount of time required to inflate or deflate the delivery 
catheter balloon. Inflation times were tested for information only. All 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications for deflation 
times. 


PASS 


Stent Dislodgement 


Determines the amount of force required to displace a stent in both distal 
and proximal direction from its original, crimped position on the delivery 
system balloon after a pre-conditioning step where the system is tracked 
through a tortuous artery model. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met 
product specifications. 


PASS 
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Table 4 In Vitro Engineering Studies 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Delivery System 
Guiding Catheter 
Pullback 


Statistically demonstrates that with 95% confidence, at least 99% of the 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems can be successfully retracted back into a 
5F guiding catheter after tracking through a simulated tortuous model prior 
to the deployment of the stent. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met 
product specifications arid confidence/reliability limits. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Preparation 


Evaluates the ease of preparing the XIENCE PRIME Stent System using 
the aspiration method. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Inner Member 
Collapse 


Verifies that irreversible, collapse of the inner member does not occur at or 
below 325 psi. Ail XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Shaft Pressure 
(Proximal Adaption 
Pressure Integrity & ' 
Catheter Body 
Pressure Integrity), 


Determines the pressure integrity of the catheter shaft proximal to the 
delivery system balloon. All XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Coating Friction 
(Hydrophilic) 


Determines the coefficient of frictions along the hydrophilic coated portion 
of the XIENCE PRIME catheter using an aorta lined fixture. All XIENCE 
PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Delivery System 
Coating Dry 
Adhesion 
(Hydrophilic) 


Determines the percent adhesion of the hydrophilic coating to the XIENCE 
PRIME catheter. The percent coating adhesion is determined by 
subtracting the percent coating removed from 100. All XIENCE PRIME 
Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Catheter Kink and 
Flexibility Test 


Determines the radius of curvature at which the delivery system kinks. All 
XIENCE PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 


Catheter Torque Test 
- Turns to Failure 


Determines the minimum number of rotations to break joints and/or 
materials or to lose functional integrity of the delivery system. All XI ENCE 
PRIME Stent Systems met product specifications. 


PASS 



A3. Coating Characterization Testing 

The coating Characterization testing conducted on the XIENCE PRIME stent is summarized 
in Table 5. 
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Table 5 Coating Characterization Testing 



Test 


Test Description 


Results 


Stent Coating Durability 


Coating Physical 
Structure and 
Chemical Properties 


Characterizes various aspects of the coated stent including: 

• the coating thickness along the length of the stent and the drug 
density and its distribution in the stent coating, 

• the cross section of the coated stent struts, 

• the content uniformity along the length of the stent, 

• adhesion of the coating to the delivery system balloon, and 

• physical microstructure. 


PASS 


Coating Adhesion 


Evaluates adhesion properties between the coating and the metal stent 
with shear stress analysis using a Nano-Scratch Tester 


PASS 


Coating Surface 
Integrity 


Determines the stent coating surface integrity of the XIENCE PRIME 
stent after tracking through a tortuosity fixture, expansion, and post- 
dilated to R.BP. Defect quantities and sizes were recorded: The 
compromised coating area was calculated as a percentage of entire coated 
stent surface. All stents met product specifications. 


PASS 


Coating Integrity 
after Balloon 
Rupture 


Evaluates the stent coating surface integrity of the XEENCE PRIME stent 
after balloon rupture within the stent. The stents were compared to 
control stents expanded to nominal diameter. 


PASS 


Accelerated Coating 
Fatigue 


Testing was conducted to demonstrate coating durability of the XIENCE 
PRIME stent under expected in vivo cyclic loading conditions for an 
equivalent of 10 years (~400 million cycles) in an overlapped 
configuration on a static bend with a radius of 15 mm. 

The stents were deployed and post-dilated to the largest intended 
diameter. The drug was eluted from the coating. The stents were 
evaluated under SEM and then loaded into tubing and the fatigue tester. 
The stents were dynamically cycled within simulated vessel conditions 
tor *fuu million cycles, i ne sienLs were removea ana visually mspecieu 
under SEM for changes to coating morphology in the documented 
anomalies that were captured prior to fatigue testing. All XIENCE 
PRIME stents met product specifications and confidence/reliability 
limits. 


PASS 


Particulate Matter. 
Regulatory Tracking 
rvLcinou 

(Particulates: Stents 
on a bend) 


Determines the particulate matter after navigating simulated, challenging 
vasculature followed by deployment in a 15 mm radius bend. The 

YTT?'NJf***P PPTIV^P cuctpm u/ac frarlf^vl ttirrmcrfi s* cimnlnteH tnrfiiAiic nrtf>r\j 
TYlClNl^JCr I 1x11X113 oYSlOIIl Wdb LtaCf^GU LlUUU^Ii CI MlliUlaLCU lOi LUUUo olLCIjr 

model and the stent was deployed unconstrained to RBP inside simulated 
vasculature. Water was drawn through the vasculature and the particle 
quantities and sizes were counted and recorded. All stents met product 
specifications. 


PASS 


Particulate Matter: 
Beaker Method 
(Over Expansion) 


Determines the particulate matter generated during deployment and over 
expansion of the XIENCE PRIME stent in a beaker of water. The distal 
end (balloon and stent) was inserted into glassware filled with clean- 
water. The stents were deployed and post-dilated to the maximum stent 
diameter. After agitation, aliquots of the water were withdrawn and the 
particle* quantities and sizes were counted and recorded. All stents met 
product specifications. 


PASS 
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Test 



Particulate Matter: 
Tracking on a Bend 
Method (Overlap 
Configuration) 



Embolic Fatigue 

(Overlap 

Configuration) 



Test Description 



Determines the particulate matter after navigating simulated, challenging 
vasculature followed by deployment of two stents in an overlapped 
configuration. The XIENCE PRIME system was tracked through 
tortuous artery model and the stent was deployed constrained to RBP on 
a bend of the tortuous path. A second stent was then deployed, 
overlapping the first. Water was drawn through the vasculature and the 
particle quantities and sizes were counted and recorded. All stents met 
product specifications. 

Investigates the embolic particle size and count from the XIENCE 
PRIME-stent during an accelerated radial fatigue test. The test was 
performed under an accelerated pulsatile pressure loading with 
physiologic displacements for an equivalent of 10 years (-400 million 
cycles): The stents were tested on a static bend with a radius of 15 mm in 
an overlapped configuration by overlapping two stents of the same size 
with an. overlapped length of 4 mm, Particle quantities and sizes were 
recorded from each pair of stents through the testing duration. . 



Results 



PASS 



PASS 



A4. Chemistry, Manufacturing & Controls (CMC) Testing 



Where applicable, International Conference on Harmonization (ICH) Guidelines were 
followed for the testing routinely performed on the XIENCE PRIME stent as part of CMC. 
This testing is summarized in Tabic 6. Information to support the stability of the XIENCE V 
stent is summarized separately in Section IX.A5 Stability/Shelf Life. 



Table 6 XIENCE PRIME Stent Release Testing 



Test 


Test Description 


Appearance 


A visual inspection is conducted to verify that the XIENCE PRIME meets product 
appearance specifications, 


Identity 


Assays are conducted to verify the identity of the drug substance, everolirnus, on . 
the XIENCE PRIME stent using two different methods 


Total Content 


Assay is conducted to quantitatively verify that the total amount of drug on the 
XIENCE PRIME stent met specification for finished good release, 


Content Uniformity 


Multiple stents are tested to verify that the uniformity of the drug content between 
individual stents was within specifications established for finished good release. 


Degradation Products 


Assays are conducted to quantitatively verify the amount and type of degradation 
products on the XIENCE PRIME stent. 


USP <85> Bacterial 
Endotoxins Test 


The amount of bacterial endotoxins is verified to be within the specification limits 
established for finished good release. 


Sterility Biological 
Indicator 


Release of each lot of XIENCE PRIME stents is based on verification that the 
individual lot complied with validated sterilization cycle parameters and satisfies 
the requirement for labeling the finished goods as sterile. 


Drug Release - 


The in vitro drug release profile of the drug substance, everolimus, is measured on 
the XIENCE PRIME stent. The product meets specifications established for 
finished good release. 


Residual Solvents 


The amount of residual solvent is verified to be within the specification limits 
established for finished §ood release. 


Particulate 


Particulate levels are verified to meet product specifications. 
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AS. Stability/Shelf Life 



A formal stability study was conducted to establish a shelf life / expiration date for the . 
XIENCE PRIME Stent System. Testing included appearance, total content, drug release, 
degradation products, oxygen content, molecular weight and polydispersity, bubble leak test 
(packaging integrity), endotoxin (pyrogen), particulates, and butylated hydroxytoluene 
(BHT) content. Testing to establish container closure integrity was conducted to ensure 
sterility was maintained during the shelf life of the product- Functional testing of the stent 
system was conducted on aged product. The data generated to-date support a shelf life of 9 
months. 

A6. . Sterilization 

The XIENCE PRIME Stent System is sterilized using ethylene oxide (EO) sterilization. The 
cycle is validated per the ISO 1 1 1 35-1 : 2007 Medical Devices - Validation and Routine 
Control of Ethylene Oxide Sterilization. Results obtained from the sterilization studies show 
that the product satisfies a minimum Sterility Assurance Level (SAL) of 10* 6 . In addition, 
the amount of bacterial endotoxins was verified to be within the specification limits. 

B. In Vivo Animal Studies 

Bl. In Vivo Pharmacokinetics 

One in vivo PK study was carried out in an animal model to evaluate the PK profile of the 
drug from the XIENCE PRIME stent system and to assess the bioequivalence between the 
XIENCE PRIME stent system and the XIENCE V Stent System by comparing their drug 
release profiles through biostatistic analysis. 

A summary of the performed PK study to support product safety is included in Tabic 4. 
B2. Drug Interactions 

Formal drug interaction studies have not been conducted with the XIENCE PRIME stent. 
Everolimus is extensively metabolized by cytochrome P450 3A4 (CYP3 A) isozyme in the 
gut wall and liver and is a substrate for the countertransporter Pglycoprotein. Therefore, 
absorption and subsequent elimination of everolimus may be influenced by drugs that affect 
these pathways. Coadministration of strong CYP3 A inhibitors (such as ketoconazole, 
itraconazole, ritonavir) and inducers (such as rifampicin, rifabutin) should be avoided. , 
Coadministration of moderate CYP3A inhibitors (such as erythromycin, fluconazole, calcium 
channel blockers) and inducers (such as carbamazepine, phenobarbital, phenytoin) should be 
accompanied by everolimus therapeutic drug monitoring. The pharmacokinetic interaction 
between orally administered everolimus and concomitantly administered drugs is described 
in the XIENCE PRIME stent system Instructions, for Use. 
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B3. Animal Safety Studies 



Detailed arterial histopathology and histomorphometry are not obtainable through human 
clinical trials, so a series of animal studies were conducted to evaluate safety, efficacy (proof 
of concept dosing), and overall product performance. 

The two in vivo safety studies, conducted in the porcine coronary model at 28 and 180 days, 
demonstrate the safety of the XIENCE PRIME stent system and an overall comparability to . 
the XIENCE V Stent System. The 28 and 180 day time points were selected as key time 
points to evaluate drug effect and vascular healing following stent implantation. 

Summaries of the major animal studies performed to support product safety are included in 
Table 7. 
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Table 7 GLP Animal Studies for the XIENCE PRIME Stent System Findings 



Study n 


Stent Design 


Animal Model 


U of Stents 


Follow-up 
Duration 


Endpoints 


R0061003 
KBP 


Test Article: 
XIENCE PRIME 
(3.0 x 12 mm, 100. 
ug/cm 2 ) 
Control: 

• XIENCE V (3.0 

x 12 mm, 100 

ug/crn 2 ) 
. MULTI-LINK 

VISION (3. Ox 

12 mm) 
GLP: Yes 


Farm Swine (12) 
(LAD, LCX, 
RCA) 

1 stent/vessel; 

2 or 3 

stents/animal 


Test: 12 
(XIENCE 
PRIME 
= 12) 

Control:-23 
(XIENCE 
V-ll, 
MULTI- 
LINK 
VISION 
=12) 


28 days 


• Chronic vascular 
response 

• Quantitative 
Coronary 
Angiography 

• Histological & 
histomorphornetric 
evaluations. 

• Evaluation of 
degree of 
endothelial ization 
by SEM 


R0061002 
KBP 


Test Article: 
XrENCE PRIME 
(3.0 x 12 mm, 100 
ug/cm 2 ) 
Controls: 

• .XIENCE V (3.0 
x 12 mm, 100 
ug/cm 2 ) 

♦ MULTI-LINK 

vision n o x 

12 mm) 
GLP: yes 


Yucatan Swine 
(12) 

(LAD, LCX, 
RCA) 

1 stent/vessel; 
3 stents/animal 


Test: 12 
(XIENCE 
PRIME = 
12. 

Control: 24 
(XIENCE 
V- 12, 
MULTI- 
LINK 
VISION = 
12) 


180 days 


• Quantitative 
Coronary 
Angiography 

• Histological & 
histomorphornetric 
evaluations 

• Evaluation of 
degree of 
endothelialization 
by SEM 

• Chronic vascular 
response 


R0061106 
MJL 


Test Article: 
XIENCE PRIME 
(3.0 x 12 mm, 100 
ug/cm 2 ) 
GLP: yes 


Yucatan Swine 
(8) 

Farm Swine (16) 
(LAD, LCX, 
RCA) 

1 stent/vessel 

2 or 3 

stents/animal 


Test: 69 
XIENCE 
PRIME 


0.125, 1, 
3,7,14, 
28, 60, 90, 
120, 180, 
240, 300 
days 


• In vivo 
pharmacokinetics 

• Bio equivalence 
between XIENCE 
V and XIENCE 
PRIME 
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X. SUMMARY OF CLINICAL STUDIES 



The XIENCE PRIME Stent System safety and effectiveness is derived from the SPIRIT 
PRIME clinical trial that was conducted under IDE #G090068. The SPIRIT PRIME clinical 
trial was designed to demonstrate the safety and effectiveness of the XIENCE PRIME family 
of stent systems in improving coronary luminal diameter in subjects with symptomatic heart 
disease due to a maximum of two de novo native coronary artery lesions, each in a different 
epicardial vesseL This global trial consists of two separate arms, the Core Size Registry and 
the Long Lesion Registry. One-year results are presented here and yearly follow-up for 
clinical parameters through 5 years is ongoing. Given the substantial similarities between the 
XIENCE PRIME and XIENCE V stent systems, clinical trials previously conducted on the 
XIENCE V stent are also relevant and included in the Instructions For Use (IFU). For 
additional details on the SPIRIT family of trials, see the SSED for P070015 
rhttp://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf7/PQ700i5b.odfi . 

A. Study Design 

The SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial is a prospective, nonrandomized, open-label, multicenter study 
consisting of two separate arms, the Core Size Registry (stent diameters 2.25, 2.5, 3.0, 3,5, 4.0 
mm with stent.lengths 8, 1 8, and 28" mm) and the Long Lesion Registry (stent diameters, 2.5, 3.0, 
3.5, 4.0 mm with stent lengths 33 and 38 mm) in 505 subjects at up to 75 global sites. For 
clinical trial design purposes, the 28 mm length stent is included in the Core Size Registry 
because the historical data on XIENCE V used to develop the comparative performance goal 
includes stent lengths up to 28 mm. The Long Lesion Registry only includes subjects with at 
least one 33 and 38 mm length stents as there were limited data on these stent lengths from 
which to develop a comparative performance goal. 

Each subject was to receive treatment in up to two de novo native coronary lesions, each 
lesion in a different epicardial vessel. Subjects in the Core Size Registry were allowed to 
have: one target lesion treated with the core size XIENCE PRIME stent systems (stent 
diameters 2.25-4.0 mm with stent lengths 8 5 18, 28 mm) or two target lesions in separate 
epicardial vessels, treated with two core size XIENCE PRIME stent systems (stent diameters 
2.25-4.0 mm with stent lengths 8, 1 8, 28 mm). 

Subjects in the Long Lesion Registry were allowed to have: one target lesion treated with the 
XIENCE PRIME stent system (stent diameters 2.5-4.0 mm with stent lengths 33 or 38 mm) 
or two target lesions in separate epicardial vessels, treiated with two XIENCE PRIME stent 
system (stent diameters 2.5-4.0 mm with stent lengths 33 or 38 mm) or one XIENCE PRIME 
stent system (stent diameters 2.5-4.0 mm with stent lengths 33 or 38 mm) and one XIENCE 
PRIME stent system (stent diameters 2.25-4.0 mm with stent lengths 8, 18, 28 mm). All 
subjects in the Long Lesion Registry were required to be treated with at least one XIENCE 



11 The 28 mm length stent was studied in the XIENCE PRIME Core Size Registry. The results of the Core Size Registry are 
presented in Table 10. 
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PRIME stent of 33 or 38 mm in length. For both the Core Size Registry and Long Lesion 
Registry, planned overlap was not allowed, however overlap was allowed in case of bailout 
stenting. 

The primary endpoint is target lesion failure (TLF) at one year, a composite endpoint of 
cardiac death, target vessel myocardial infarction (TV-MI), and clinically indicated target 
lesion revascularization (CI-TLR). The primary endpoint rates of TLF at 1 year (per protocol ■ 
and per ARC definitions) were compared to a set of pre-specified performance goals (PGs) 
for both Core Size Registry and Long Lesion Registry as shown below. 

The PG for the Core Size Registry was developed utilizing historical data from the SPIRIT 
III trial, while the PG for the Long Lesion Registry was developed based on a regression 
analysis conducted on the historical data from the pooled SPIRIT II and Uf trials. Although 
the SPIRIT PRIME trial defined TLF based on the ARC definition of MI, the historical 
SPIRIT II and HI trials used to develop the initial PG were based on the per protocol 
definition of MI. In order to provide a comparison of outcomes using the same definitions 
for both the treatment arms and PGs, two subsequent analyses, with PGs developed using the 
same definitions (per protocol and per ARC), were developed and are presented in rows 2 
and 3 of the table below. 



Table 8 Analyses of the Primary Endpoint 



TLF 

Primary Endpoint 


Core Size Registry* 
Performance Goal 


Long Lesion Registry** 
Performance Goal 


TLF 

Cardiac Death, 

ARC-Defmed TV-MI, CI-TLR 


9.2%' 


19.2%' 


TLF 

Cardiac death, 

Protocol-Defined TV-MI, CI-TLR 


9.2% l 


19.2%' 


TLF 

Cardiac death, 

ARC-Defined TV-MI, CI-TLR 


15.3% 2 


26.0% 2 



1 Performance goal developed based on per protocol-defined ML 

2 Performance goal developed based on per ARC-defined MI. . 

* The Core Size Registry includes 2.25 - 4.0 mm stent diameters, 8, 18, 28 mm lengths 

** The Long Lesion Registry includes 2.5 - 4.0 mm stent diameters, 33 and 38 mm stent lengths 



The primary analysis of the SPIRIT PRIME data was performed on the Full Analysis Set 
(FAS) population which was defined as the subjects who received the XIENCE PRIME stent. 
The Intent to Treat (ITT) population was defined as the subjects enrolled into the study, 
regardless of the treatment actually received; this population excludes de-registered subjects. 

The clinical trial design for SPIRIT PRIME is summarized in Table 9. 
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Table 9 SPIRIT PRIME Clinical Trial Design 





<sPIRTT PP1MR 


Study Type/Design 


• Prospective 

• i wo -arni 

• Open-label 
*■ Multi-center 

• Registry 


Number of Subjects Enrolled 


Total 529 
Core Size Registry 4 1 9 
Long Lesion Registry 1 10 


Treatment 


Maximum of two de novo coronary lesions, each in a different 
epicardial vessel. 


Lesion Size 


XIENCE PRIME, Core Size 
RVD: >2.25 mm and < 4.25 mm 
Lesion Length: <22 mm 

XIENCE PRIME, Long Lesion 

RVD; > 2.5 mm and < 4.25 mm 
Lesion Length: > 22 mm and < 32 mm 


Stent Sizes 


Core Size Registry 
Stent diameter: 2.25, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0mm 
Stent Lengths: 8, 18, and 28 mm 

Long Lesion Registry 

Stent diameter: 2.5, 3,0, 3.5, and 4.0 mm 
Stent Length; 33 and 38 mm 


Post-procedure Antiplatelet Therapy 


Clopidogrel 12 months minimum (or ticlopidine per site 
standard), aspirin indefinitely 


Primary Endpoint 


1 arget lesion failure (TLr) denned as the composite rate or 
cardiac death, target vessel myocardial infarction (TV-MI) 
dnu cimicaiiy lnuicdicu laigci lesion rcvascuianzuLion 
TLR) at lyear. 


Co-Primary Endpoint 


None 


Major Secondary Endpoint 


None 


Clinical Follow-up 


30 days, 180 days, 1-5 years 


Angiographic Follow-up 


None 


IVUS Follow-up 


None 


PK Study 


None 


' Status 


One year reported 



1. Clinical Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria 

Enrollment in the SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial was limited to subjects who met the eligibility 
criteria and who provided a signed informed consent form prior to enrollment. Subjects had 
to be at least 1 8 years old, with evidence of myocardial ischemia based on the presence of 
angina, silent ischemia, a positive functional study or reversible ECG changes consistent with 
ischemia. Female subjects with childbearing potential had to have a negative pregnancy test 
within 7 days of the index procedure. 
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Angiographic Inclusion Criteria 



• One or two de novo target lesions each in a different epicardial vessel. 

• If there are two target lesions, both lesions must satisfy the angiographic eligibility 
criteria for that registry. 

• Multiple focal de novo lesions in a target vessel that can be covered by a single stent 
are allowed. 

• The target lesioii(s) must be located in a major artery or branch with a visually 
estimated diameter stenosis of > 50% and < 100% with a TIMI flow of > 1 . 

• Target lesion(s) must be located in a native coronary artery with vessel diameter by 
visual estimation of: 

• > 2.25 mm and < 4.25 mm for treatment by the core size XIENCE PRIME stent 

• 2.5 mm and < 4.25 mm for treatment by the XIENCE PRIME LL stent 

• Target lesion(s) must be located in a native coronary artery with length by visual 
estimation of: 

• < 22 mm for treatment by the core size XIENCE PRIME stent 

• >22 mm and < 32 mm for treatment by the XIENCE PRIME LL stent 

Angiographic Exclusion Criteria 

All angiographic exclusion criteria are based on visual estimation. 

Target lesion located within an arterial or saphenous vein graft or distal to a diseased 
(vessel irregularity per angiogram and > 20% stenosed lesion) arterial or saphenous 
vein graft. 

Target lesion involving a bifurcation with a side branch > 2 mm in diameter and/or 
ostial lesion > 40% stenosed or side branch requiring protection guide wire, or side 
branch requiring predilatation. 

Target lesion with total occlusion (TIMI flow 0), prior to crossing with wire. 
Another lesion requiring revascularization is located in the same epicardial vessel of 
the target lesion. 
Restenotic target lesion. 

Aorto-ostial target lesion (within 3 mm of the aorta junction). 
Target lesion is in a left main location. 

Target lesion located within 2 mm of the origin of the LAD or LCX. 
Extreme angulation (> 90°) or excessive tortuosity (> two 45° angles) proximal to or 
within the target lesion. 

Heavy calcification proximal to or within the target lesion. 
Target vessel contains thrombus as indicated in the angiographic images. 
Target lesion has a high probability that a procedure other than pre-dilatation and 
stenting will be required at the time of index procedure for treatment of the target 
vessel (e.g. atherectomy, cutting balloon). 

Target vessel was previously treated with any type of PCI (e.g. balloon angioplasty, 
stent, cutting balloon, atherectomy) < 9 months prior to index procedure. 
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• Non-target vessel was previously treated with any type of PCI < 90 days prior to the 
index procedure. 

• Additional clinically significant lesion(s) (e.g. %DS > 50%) in a target vessel or side 
branch for which PCI may be required < 90 days after the index procedure. 

2. Follow-up Schedule 

All subjects will be followed up to five years. All subjects were required to have a hospital 
or office follow-up visit at 30 days and 1 year. There was the option for an office or 
telephone follow-up visits at 180 days and 2-5 years. 

3. Stent Thrombosis Definitions 

Stent Thrombosis (ST) was defined in the protocol as clinical presentation of acute coronary 
syndrome with angiographic appearance of thrombus within or adjacent to a previously 
treated target lesion. In the absence of angiography, any unexplained death, or acute MI (ST 
segment elevation or new Q-wave in the distribution of the target lesion within 30 days. 
Stent thrombosis was categorized as acute (< lday), subacute (> lday < 30 days) and late (> 
30 days). ^ 

Stent thrombosis was defined by ARC criteria as: 

• Definite (angiographic confirmation with at least one of the following: acute onset of 
ischemic symptoms at rest, new ischemic changes suggestive of acute ischemia, 
typical rise and fall of cardiac biomarkers, or non-occlusive or occlusive thrombus) 

• Probable (any unexplained death within the first 30 days or, irrespective of the time 
after the index procedure, any MI related to documented acute ischemia in the 
territory of the stent without angiographic confirmation), and 

• Possible (any unexplained death from 30 days to end of trial follow-up). 

Timing: 

• Acute ST: 0 to 24 hours post stent implantation 

• Subacute ST: > 24 hours - 30 days post stent implantation 

• Late ST: 30 days to 1 year post stent implantation 

• Very late ST: > 1 year post stent implantation 

Level of probability: 

• Definite ST - considered to have occurred by either angiographic or pathologic 
confirmation. 

• Probable ST - considered to have occurred after intracoronary stenting in the 
following cases: 

1 . Any unexplained death within the first 30 days. 
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2. Irrespective of the time after the index procedure, any MI which is related to 
documented acute ischemia in the territory of the implanted stent without 
angiographic confirmation of ST and in the absence of any other obvious cause. 

• Possible ST - considered to have occurred with any unexplained death following 30 
days after the intracoronary stenting until the end of trial follow-up.'" 

4. Clinical Endpoints 

The SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial primary endpoint was TLF at I year, defined as the 
composite of: 

1 . Cardiac death 

2. Target Vessel Myocardial Infarction (TV-MI) 

3 . Clinically-indicated Target Lesion Revascularization (TLR). 

Other key secondary endpoints to examine the safety and efficacy included the following: 

• Acute Success: (combined clinical and angiographic) 

• Clinical Device- Success (Lesion basis) 

• Clinical Procedural Success (Subject basis) 

• Procedure time (from insertion to withdrawal of guide catheter) 

• Clinical Endpoint in hospital and at each clinical follow-up time point (30 days, 1 80 
days, 1,2,3,4 and 5 years): 

• All Death (Cardiac, Vascular, Non-cardiovascular) 

• TV -MI - Q-wave and non Q-wave (defined as MI not clearly attributable to a non- 
target vessel) 

• Non-target vessel MI (Q-wave, Non Q-wave) 

• CI-TLR 

• Clinically indicated Target Vessel Revascularization (TVR = TLR and non-TLR 
in TV) 

• All TLR (CI and non-CI) 

• All TVR (CI and non-CI) 

• All Coronary Revascularization (TVR and non-TVR) 

• Cardiac Death/ All MI 

• Cardiac Death/All MI/Cl-TLR 

• All Death/All Ml/All Coronary Revascularization 

• Stent Thrombosis (per protocol and per ARC) 



111 All data presented as definite + probable only. 
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B. Accountability of Subjects 



SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry: The Core Size Registry analysis population had a total 
of 419 subjects. The ITT population consisted of 415 subjects, as four subjects were de- 
registered. The FAS population (only subjects receiving a XIENCE PRIME stent with stent 
diameters 2.25 - 4,0 and stent lengths 8 5 18, 28 mm) consisted of 413 subjects. Only subjects 
with available cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post-procedure and hospital 
discharge) were included in the main data analysis of the primary and secondary endpoints in 
the FAS and TTT, resulting in a population of 401 . The 401 subjects in the FAS population 
received a total of 484 XIENCE PRIME stent with stent diameters 2.25 - 4.0 and stent 
lengths 8, 18, 28 mm. Of the 401 subjects 88.3% (354/401) of these subjects were single 
target lesion subjects and 1 1.7% (47/401) were dual target lesion subjects. 

SPIRIT PRIME Long Lesion Registry : The Long Lesion Registry analysis population had 
a total of 1 10 subjects. The ITT population consisted of 1 1 0 subjects and the FAS population 
(only subjects receiving at least one XIENCE PRIME stent with stent diameters 2.5 - 4.0 mm 
and stent lengths 33 and 38 mm) consisted of 107 subjects. Only subjects with available 
cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post-procedure and hospital discharge) 
were included in the main data analysis of the primary and secondary endpoints in the FAS 
and ITT, resulting in an ITT population of 106 and a FAS population of 104. The 104 
subjects in the FAS population received a total of 1 05 XIENCE PRIME stent with stent 
diameters 2.5 - 4.0 mm and stent lengths 33 and 38 mm and 46 XIENCE PRIME stent with 
stent diameters 2.25 - 4.0 and stent lengths 8, 18, 28 mm. Of the 104 subjects, 80.8% 
(84/104) were single target lesion subjects and 19.2% (20/104) were dual target lesion 
subjects. 

C. Study Population Demographics and Baseline Parameters 

SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry: In the Core Size Registry, the mean age was 62.70 ± 
10.23 years, 70.3% (282/401) were male, 29.7% (1 19/401) were female and 92.3% (346/375) 
were white. The average body mass index (BMI) was 30.86 ± 5.83 kg/m 2 and 50.3% 
(192/382) of subjects were obese, with a BMI > 30. Regarding medical risk factors in the 
Core Size Registry, 19.2% (77/401) were tobacco users, 76.6% (307/401) were hypertensive 
requiring medication, and 80.3% (322/401) were hypercholesterolemic requiring medication. 
There were 11.1% (44/397) of subjects having had a prior cardiac intervention on the target 
vessel and 23.0% (91/395) had a prior MI. Tn addition, there were 45.6% (183/401) of 
subjects with stable angina and 24.9% (100/401) of subjects with unstable angina. 
Furthermore, the Core Size Registry consisted of 34.9% (140/401) diabetics, 29.9% 
(120/401) diabetics requiring medication and 3.5% (14/401) diabetics requiring diet and 
exercise only. 

SPIRIT PRIME Long Lesion Registry: In the Long Lesion Registry, the mean age was 
63.46 ± 9.44 years, 62.5% (65/104) were male,*37.5% (39/104) were female and 91.7% 
(88/96) were white. The average body mass index (BMI) was 30.67 ± 5.84 kg/m 2 , and 
49.5% (50/101) of subjects were obese, with a BMI > 30. Regarding medical risk factors in 
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the Long Lesion Registry, 26.9% (28/104) were tobacco users, 75.0% (78/104) were 
hypertensive requiring medication, and 80.8% (84/104) were hypercholesterolemic requiring 
medication. There were 1 1.8% (12/102) of subjects having had a prior cardiac intervention 
on the target vessel and 22.5% (23/102) had a prior MI. In addition, there were 49.0% 
(51/104) of subjects with stable angina and 23.1% (24/104) of subjects with unstable angina. 
Furthermore, the Long Lesion Registry consisted of 35.6% (37/104) diabetics, 31.7% 
(33/1 04) diabetics requiring medication and 1.9% (2/104) diabetics requiring diet and 
exercise only. 

r 

D. Safety and Effectiveness Results 

The results are presented in Table 10 (Primary endpoint), Table 11 (Core Size Registry 
Clinical Results), and Table 12 (Long Lesion Registry Clinical Results). The primary 
endpoints and the components are presented in Figure 3 and Figure 4 for the Core Size 
Registry and in Figure 5 and Figure 6 for the Long Lesion Registry. These analyses are 
based on the Full Analysis Set (FAS). The FAS population is defined as subjects who have 
received at least one XIENCE PRIME stent including bailout. SPIRIT PRIME Core Size 
and Long Lesion Registries met all pre-specified PGs with statistical significance. The 
observed TLF rate at one year was 4.5% (18/399) (per protocol defined MI) and 6.5% 
(26/399) (per ARC defined MI) in the Core Size Registry, and 7.7% (8/104) (per protocol 
defined MI) and 12.5% (13/104) (per ARC defined MI) in the Long Lesion Registry 
respectively. 
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Table 10 SPIRIT PRIME Primary Endpoint Results 











1 Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

ARC-Defined TV-MI Cl-TLR 


6.5% (26/399) 


9.2% § 


0.0338 


1 Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

Pmtnrnl- Dpfmpd TV-MI C /- TL R 


4.5% (18/399) 


9.2% § 


0.0003 


1 Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

A PC fWirW TV-MI CI-TT R 


6.5% (26/399) 


15.3%* 


< 0.0001 






• ^Ferigprnaiicc^v 




i Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

ARC-Defined TV-MI CI-TLR 


12.5% (13/104) 


19.2% § 


0.0484 


I Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

Protocol-Defined TV-MI, CI-TLR) 


7.7% (8/104) 


19.2% 5 


0.0009 


1 Year TLF 
Cardiac Death, 

ARC-Defined TV-MI CI-TLR 


12.5% (13/104) 


26.0%* 


0.0006 



Notes: 

- N is the total number of subjects. 

- Population for SPIRIT PRIME consists of those subjects who were treated with at least one 
PRIME stent and had cardiac enzyme data between 8 hour post index procedure and hospital 
discharge. 

- TLF includes cardiac death, target vessel MI and clinically indicated TLR. 

- Time Frame includes follow-up window (365 + 28 days). 

1 One-sided p-value against pre-specified performed goals, to be compared at a 0.05 significance 
level. 

§ Performance Goal developed based on per-protocol definition MI. 

* Performance Goal developed based on per-ARC definition MI. 

* The Core Size Registry includes 2.25 - 4.0 mm stent diameters, 8, 18, 28 mm lengths 

** The Long Lesion Registry includes 2.5 - 4.0 mm stent diameters, 33 and 38 mm stent lengths 
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Table 11 SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Reeis 


trv Clinical Results* 


>v£ " "-"*••*';•■*•*- : -'^.•« i V".* / > -* % /.". -. p.t ?'' 1 '^ "*■*•■/ '^'''h^ 7 ???*' 
s ^''^'''r *rt "... "■'•i.' . vV'v^i S'.-y; 

■ *' ' v ' * 1 ' ■" . : * ' • * V^i 

!!" \. ' *;-.*" .^.i = \. v ~ ; ; ; - ^^v : ^.i^ 




: Vr4 *4^:Srj?? J K J^.- .V f-' V"" 14 TL Jpt V 3 !Jf ^ . . V? fi- v V/? * . . • - Jr. , -2 ; 


c-' :\\>r^'--«'r r ri'^."-5Vr;X , . M .••'-•>: v ^:- 
. . ; .r^i .„■:■.. . .■ . f - * 


HT f p /nor r\TT\tf\<^ 


*f ■ J /O \ L Of J 77 / 


TT P fnpr A12P^ 




r'4?TC'i^'r^Tvip-K"ii'^ : ^"""■•us/ ; ; ; ""-' r* !| '^- X".* v-Vv* 1 ""^-*" 


:': a. v. ' ; ; .... ^>v- . 


PT Tl P 




PT Tl R P A RPt f 


U.J /0 ^1/J77 ^ 


Pi TF P PPT 




PI TVT? 


d s% /'lR^oo^ 

h. j /o ^ i o/jyyj 






ah r\A<*+ti 
au ueatn 


u.o /o ^j/jyyj 


uaroiac ueain 


n i% f w^QQ^ 


Non-Cardiac Death 


0 ^OA /"l/'3QQ\ 


Target Vessel Ml (per protocol) 


i ^7/'^QQ^ 

l.o/o ^//^yyj 


larger vessel v^mj (.per protocol^ 


u.j /o i^i/jyyj 


Target Vessel NQMI (per protocol) 




All MI (per protocol) 


l.oyo \if3yy) 


QMI (per- protocol) 


fl 7 OA /I /OOQA 

U.iyo 


JNyMi (per protocol) 


i.j/o (o/jyy; 


Target Vessel Ml (per ARC) 


4.u% (io/jyyj 


i arget vessel vJ>Ml (per akcj 


U.Jto 1^1/^77; 


Tareet Vessel NOMI Coer ARC) 


3 8% 05/399} 


All MI (per ARC) 


4.5% (18/399) 


QMI (per ARC) 


0.3% (1/399) . 


NQMI (per ARC) 


4.3% (17/399) 


Cardiac Death or All protocol MI 


2.0% (8/399) 


Cardiac Death or All ARC MI . 


. 4.8% (19/399) 


ARC Definite + Probable Stent Thrombosis 




Cumulative through 1 year 


0.5% (2/399) 


Acute/Subacute (0-30 days) 


0.5% (2/401) 


Late (3 1 days - 1 year) 


0.0% (0/399) 



Notes: 

- . TLF is defined as a hierarchical composite of cardiac death, Target Vessel MI, and 
clinically- indicated TLR. 

- Population for SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry consists of those subjects who were' 
treated with at least one PRIME stent and had cardiac enzyme data between 8 hour post 
index procedure and hospital discharge. 

- ARC: Academic Research Consortium 

* The Core Size Registry includes 2.25 - 4.0 mm stent diameters, 8, 18, 28 mm lengths 
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Table 12 SPIRIT PRIME Long Lesion Registry Clinical Results* 











TLF (per protocol) 


7.7% (8/104) 


TLF (per ARC) 


12.5% (13/104) 






CI-TLR 


2.9% (3/1.04) 


CI-TLR, CABG 


0.0% (0/1 04) 


CI-TLR, PCI 


2.9% (3/104) 


Cr-TVR 


4.8% (5/104) 






All Death 


1.0% (1/104) 


Cardiac Death 


0.0% (0/104) 


Non-Cardiac Death 


1.0% (1/104) 


Target Vessel Ml (per protocol) 


4.8% (5/104) 


Target Vessel QMI (per protocol) 


1.9% (2/104) 


Target Vessel NQMI (per protocol) 


2.9% (3/104) 


All MI (per protocol) 


4.8% (5/104) 


■ QMI (per protocol) 


1.9% (2/104) 


NQMI (per protocol) 


2.9% (3/104) 


Target Vessel MI (per ARC) 


10.6% (1 1/104) 


Target Vessel QMI (per ARC) 


1.9% (2/104) 


TartT^t Vf>ccf»l "MPlMT (r\f>r ATJf^ 
JLoTgCl VcbiCl INV^lvll V^pCr /VlHA-/^ 


,£ 7% fQ/1 Hd\ 


All MI (per ARC) 


10.6% (11/104) 


QMI (per ARC) 


1.9% (2/104) 


Cardiac Death or All protocol MI 


4.8% (5/104) 


Cardiac Death or Ail ARC MI 


10.6% (11/104) 


ARC Definite + Probable Stent Thrombosis 




Cumulative through I year 


0.0% (0/104) 


Acute/Subacute (0-30 days) 


0.0% (0/104) 


Late (3 1 days - 1 year) 


0.0% (0/104) 



Notes: 



- TLF is defined as a hierarchical composite of cardiac death, Target Vessel MI, and 
clinically- indicated TLR 

- Population for SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry consists of those subjects who were 
treated with at least one PRIME stent and had cardiac enzyme data between 8 hour post 
index procedure and hospital discharge. 

- ARC: Academic Research Consortium 

* The Long Lesion Registry includes 2.5 - 4.0 nam stent diameters, 33 and 38 mm stent 
lengths 
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Geriatric Use: The XIENCE PRIME clinical trial did not have an upper age limit. Among 
the 401 patients in the SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry, 167 were older than age 65 and 
234 were age 65 or younger. Among the 104 patients in the SPIRIT PRIME Long Lesion 
Registry, 48 patients were older than age 65 and 56 were age 65 or younger. A post hoc 
analysis showed no clinically significant differences in clinical endpoints between patients 
older than age 65 compared to those age 65 years or younger. 

XI Gender-Based Analysis 

Abbott Vascular performed a post hoc evaluation of the SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial for 
possible sex-based differences in baseline characteristics and clinical outcomes, as well as for 
any interaction between treatment and sex/gender. The SPIRIT PRIME trial was not 
designed or powered to study safety or effectiveness differences between sexes, so these 
analyses are considered exploratory without definitive conclusions. 

In the Core Size Registry, 1 19/401 (29.7%) subjects were female and 282/401 (70.3%) were 
male. In the Long Lesion Registry, 39/104 (37.5%) subjects were female and 65/104 (62.5%) 
were male. In comparison,- the prevalence of coronary artery disease (CAD) is estimated at 
9.2 million in males and 8.4 million in females for adults age 20 and older the United States 
(i.e., the CAD population is estimated to be 52.2% males and 47.7% females). The 
disproportionate enrollment distribution in this trial may be partly attributable to gender 
differences in symptoms and pathophysiology, which may lead to under-diagnosis and under- 
referral of female patients with CAD. The gender proportions enrolled in this trial are similar 
to other drug-eluting stent trials. 1,2 

Table 1 3 presents the baseline demographics, risk factors, and angiographic characteristics 
by gender for subjects in the Core Size Registry. As is consistent with previous literature, 
female patients at baseline were numerically older and had a higher BMI. Additionally, more 
females than males had hypertension requiring medication and diabetes mellitus. Table 14 
presents the baseline demographics, risk factors, and angiographic characteristics by gender 
for subjects in the Long Lesion Registry 
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Table 13 Demographics, Risk Factors, and Baseline Angiographic Characteristics 



for SPIRIT PRIME Core Size Registry Subjects * 







Fern al ey v / 


Totah:- • 


'A*: '.j *." - . 
yv.v" : ■ '•' 

^Riyalue;; 


Baseline Demographics, Mean 1 SD (n) 


Age (year) 


61.63 ± 10.37 (282) 


65.23 ±9.47 (11 9) 


62.701 10.23 (401) 


0.0009 1 


Baseline Risk Factors, % (No./total) 


All Diabetes 


31.9% (90/282) 


42.0% (50/119) 


. 34.9% (140/401) 


0.0663 2 


Diabetes Treated with Insulin 


7.4% (21/282) 


14.3% (17/1 19) 


9.5% (38/401) 


0.0400 2 


Current Tobacco Use 


19.1% (54/282) 


19.3% {23/1 19) 


19.2% (77/401) 


1.0000 2 


Hypertension Requiring Medication 


73.4% (207/282) 


84.0% (100/119) ' 


76.6% (307/401) 


0.0278 2 


Hypercholesterolemia Requiring Medication 


80.9% (228/282) 


79.0% (94/1 19) 


80.3% (322/401) 


0.681 5 2 


Stable Angina 


44.0% (124/282) 


49.6% (59/119) 


45.6% (183/401) 


0.3244 2 


Unstable Angina 


25.2% (71/282) 


24.4% (29/119) 


24.9% (100/401) 


0.9001 2 


Prior Ml 


25.0% (69/276) 


18.5% (22/119) , 


23.0% (91/395) 


0.1 927 2 


Target Vessel, % (NoVtotal) 


LAD 


44.1% (139/315) 


46.2% (61/132) 


44.7% (200/447) 


0.7545 2 


Circumflex or Ramus 


23.8% (75/315) 


25.8% (34/132) 


24.4% (.109/447) 


0.71 74 2 


RCA 


317% (100/315) 


28.0% (37/132) 


30.6% (137/447) 


0.5001 2 


LMCA 


0.0% (0/315) ' 


0.0% (0/132) 


0.0% (07447) 


NA 


Pre-Procedure QCA Analysis, Mean ± SD (m) 


Lesion Length (mm) 


13.91 ±5.10(315) 


13.0614.75(132) 


13,66 ±5.01 (447) 


0.0940 1 


Pre-Procedure RVD (mrn) 


2.7610.48 (315) 


2.63 ±0.45 (132) 


2.72 1 0.48 (447) 


0.0067 1 


Pre-Procedure MLD (mm) ' 


0.82 ±0,40 (315) 


0.81 ±0.26 (132) 


0.81 1 0.36 (447) 


0.7352 1 


Pre-Procedure Percent Diameter Stenosis (%DS) 


70,01 ±12.87 (315) 


68.5818.53(132) 


69.59 ± 11.76 (447) 


0.1 676 1 



* Subjects with Cardiac Enzyme Data in Window 

1 From T-test. 

2 From Fisher's exact lest. 

Note: All p- values displayed are two-tailed and not from formal hypothesis testing and art displayed for descriptive purposes only. 
Note: N is the total number of subjects. 
Note: M is the total number of target lesions. 

Note: This tabic contains only subjects with post index procedure cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post index procedure and hospital discharge). 
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Table 14 Demographics, Risk Factors, and Baseline Angiographic Characteristics 
for SPIRIT PRIME Long Lesion Registry Subjects* • 





mmm 








Baseline Demographics,. Mean ± SD (n) 


Age (year) 


63.54 ± 9,97 (65) 


63.1 5 ±8.60 (39) 


63.46 ±9.44 (104) 


0.7927' 


Baseline Risk Factors, % (No./total) 


All Diabetes 


32.3% (21/65) • 


' 41.0% (16/39) 


35.6% (37/104) 


0.4027 2 


Diabetes Treated with Insulin 


9.2% (6/65) 


10.3% (4/39) 


9.6% (10/104) 


1.0000 2 


Current Tobacco Use 


26.2% (17/65) 


28.2% (11/39) 


26.9% (28/104) 


0.8232 2 


Hypertension Requiring Medication 


76.9% (50/65) 


71.8% (28/39)' 


75.0% (78/1 04) 


0.6418 2 


Hypercholesterolemia Requiring Medication 


81.5% (53/65) 


79.5% (31/39) 


80.8% (84/104) 


0.8023* 


Stable Angina 


43/1% (28/65) 


59.0% (23/39) 


49.0% (51/104) 


0.1 563 2 


Unstable Angina 


27.7% (18/65) 


15.4% (6/39) 


23.1% (24/104) 


0.2289 2 


Prior Ml 


25.0% (16/64) 


18.4% (7/38) 


22.5% (23/102) 


0.4753 2 


Target Vessel, % (No.ftotal) 


LAD 


41.3% (33/80) 


40.9% (18/44) 


41.1% (51/124) 


1.0000 2 


Circumflex or Ramus 


27.5% (22/80) 


18.2% (8/44) 


24.2% (30/124) 


0.2803 2 


RCA 


31 .3% (25/80) 


40.9% (18/44) 


34.7% (43/124) 


0.3261 2 


LMCA 


0.0% (0/80) 


0.0% (0/44) 


0.0% (0/124) 


NA 


Pre-Procedure QCA Analysis, Mean ± SD (m) 


Lesion Length (mm) 


26.62 ± 7.89 (80) 


25.17 ±6.83 (44) 


26.10 ±7.53 (124) 


0.2872 1 


Pre-Procedure RVD (mm) 


2.80 ±0.46 (80) 


2.66 ± 0.40 (44) 


2.75 ± 0.44 (124) 


0.0864 1 


Pre-Procedure MLD (mm) 


075 ±0.28 (80) 


0.79 ±0.31 (44) 


0.77 ±0.29 (124) 


0.5067 1 


Pre-Procedure Percent Diameter Stenosis (%DS) 


72.05 ± 8.74 (80) 


68.76 ±9.60 (44) 


70.88 ±9.15 (124) 


0.0632 1 



* Subjects with Cardiac Enzyme data in Window 

1 From T-test. 

2 From Fisher's exact lest. ^ 
Note: All p- values displayed are two-tailed and not from formal hypothesis testing and are displayed for descriptive purposes only. 

Note: N is the total number of subjects. 
Note: M is the total number of target lesions. 

Note: This table contains only subjects with post index procedure cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post index procedure and hospital discbarge). 
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A post hoc analysis was conducted on the composite primary safety and effectiveness 
endpoint of TLF, per protocol and per ARC, to assess for heterogeneity of treatment effect 
across sex/gender (using Fisher's Exact Test). Table 15 and Table 16 present the clinical 
results for the Core Size Registry and Long Lesion Registry respectively. Due to the modest 
sample size (Core Size Registry 282 males vs. 1 19 females and Long Lesion Registry 65 
males vs. 39 females), these analyses and interpretation are limited. 

Table 15 Clinical Results for All Female and All Male Subgroups in the SPIRIT 



PRIME Core Size Registry through 1 year* 



■ • •■ " - ;■ ',. -. V. .■' .. '*'.•;..* . 


'.:',< '\ - : Male)>7/'.V' 

^?k^ 

X...-- -.. u*..tft:.w.i 






l^fivalUe 1 ^ 


All Death 


1.1% (3/280) 


0.0% (0/1 19) 


0.8% (3/399) 


0.5576 


Cardiac Death 


0.4% (1/280) 


0.0% (0/119) 


0.3% (1/399) 


1.0000 


Non-Cardiac Death 


0.7% (2/280) 


' 0.0% (0/1 19) 


0.5% (2/399) 


1.0000 


Target Vessel Ml per Protocol 


t. 8% (5/280) 


1.7% (2/1 19) 


1.8% (7/399) 


1.0000 


Cardiac Death or Target Vessel Ml per Protocol 


2.1% (6/280) 


1.7% (2/1 19) 


2.0% (8/399) 


1.0000 


Target Vessel Ml per ARC 


3.2% (9/280) 


5.9% (7/1 19) 


4.0% (16/399) 


0.2639 


Cardiac Death or Target Vessel Ml per ARC 


3.6% (10/280) 


5.9% (7/1 19) 


4.3% (17/399) 


0.2906 


Major Bleeding Complication 


2.9% (8/280) 


1.7% (2/1 19) 


2.5% (10/399) 


0.7298 


Stent Thrombosis ' 


Protocol defined 


07% (2/280) 


0.0% (0/1 19) 


0.5% (2/399) 


1.0000 


ARC definite + probable 


0.7% (2/280) 


0.0% (0/1 19) 


0.5% (2/399) 


1.0000 


TLF 


per Protocol 


5.4% (15/280) 


. 2.5% (3/119) 


4.5% (18/399) 


0.2941 


per ARC 


6.4% (18/280) 


6;7% (8/119) 


6.5% (26/399) 


1.0000 


Ischemia-Driven TLR 


3.2% (9/280) 


0.8% (1/1 19) 


2.5% (10/399) 


0.2931 


, Ischemia-Driven TVR, non TL 


2.9% (8/280) 


2.5% (3/1 19) 


2.8% (11/399) 


1.0000 



* Subjects with Cardiac Enzyme data in Window 
1 From Fisher's exact test 

Note: All p-values displayed are two-tailed and not from formal hypothesis testing and are displayed for descriptive purposes only. 
Note: Subjects are only counted once for each type of event in each time period. 
Note: N is the total number of subjects. 

Note: This table contains only subjects with post Index procedure cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post index procedure and hospital 
discharge). 
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Table 16 Clinical Results for All Female and All Male Subgroups in the SPIRIT 
PRIME Long Lesion Registry through 1 year* 





* '. Male'"' ■ 


7" fNfjfjj/--.;:, 


total. 
it •(jJ=ii?4i - . 


cp^ai(iej^ 


All Death 


1 .0 /0 \ VOD} 


U.UTb {\Jfo\3) 


4 AO/ /1/-1AvtV 

1 .0% (1m04; 


1-OUUU. 


Cardiac Death 


0.0% (0/65) 


0.0% (0/39) 


0.0% (0/104) 


NA 


Non-Cardiac Death 


1.5% (1/65) 


0.0% (0/39) 


1.0% (1/104) 


1,0000 


Target Vessel Ml per Protocol 


4.6% {3/65) 


5.1% (2/39) 


4.8% (5/1 04) 


1.0000 


Cardiac Death or Target Vessel Ml per Protocol 


4.6% (3/65) 


5.1% (2/39) 


4.8% (5/104) 


1.0000 


Target Vessel Ml per ARC 


13.8% (9^65) 


5.1% (2/39) 


10.6% (11/104) 


0,2024 ' 


Cardiac Death or Target Vessel Ml per ARC 


13.8% (9/65) 


5.1% (2/39) 


10.6% (11/104) 


0.2024 


Major Bleeding Complication 


1.6% (1/63) 


2.6% (1/39) 


2.0% (2/102) 


1.0000 


Stent Thrombosis 


Protocol defined 


0.0% (0/65) 


0.0% (0/39) 


0.0% (0/104) 


NA 


ARC definite + probable 


0.0% (0/65) 


0.0% (0/39) 


0.0% (0/104) 


NA 


TLF 


per Protocol 


9.2% (6/65) 


5.1% (2/39) 


7.7% (8/104) 


0.7069 


per ARC 


16.9% (11/65) * 


5.1% (2/39) 


12.5% (13/104) 


0.1242 


Ischemia-Driven TLR 


4.6% (3/65) 


0.0% (0/39) 


2.9% (3/104) 


0.2900 


Ischemia-Driven TVR, non TL 


3.1% (2/65) 


2.6% (1/39) 


2.9% (3/104) 


1.0000 



* Subjects with Cardiac Enzyme data in Window 
i From Fisher's exact test. 

Note: All p-values displayed a/e two-tailed and not from formal hypothesis testing and are displayed fbf descriptive purposes only. 
Note: Subjects are only counted once for each type of event in each time period. 
Note; N is the total number of subjects. 

Note: This table contains only subjects with post index procedure cardiac enzyme data in window (between 8 hours post index procedure and hospital 
discharge). 



XII. PANEL MEETING RECOMMENDATION AND FDA'S POST-PANEL 
ACTION 

In accordance with the provisions of section 515(c)(2) of the Act as amended by the Safe 
Medical Devices Act of 1990, this PMA was not referred to the Circulatory System Devices 
Panel, an FDA advisory committee, for review and recommendation because the information 
in the PMA substantially duplicates information previously reviewed by this panel. 
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XIII. 



CONCLUSIONS DRAWN FROM PRECLINICAL AND CLINICAL 
STUDIES ' 



The safety and effectiveness of the Xience Prime Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System 
are based on the results obtained from: evaluation of biocompatibility; in vitro engineering 
testing; coating characterization; chemistry, manufacturing and controls information; in vivo 
animal testing; sterilization information; stability testing; and clinical studies. These tests 
revealed the following: 

A. Safety Conclusions 

The biocompatibility testing, in vivo pharmacokinetics evaluation and in vivo animal testing 
conducted on the XIENCE PRIME stent system demonstrate that the acute and chronic in 
vivo performance characteristics of the product provide reasonable assurance of safety and 
acceptability for clinical use. 

The in vitro engineering testing conducted on the stent and delivery systems or appropriately 
leveraged from the XIENCE V stent demonstrated that the performance characteristics met 
the product specifications and the coating characterization testing adequately described the 
important attributes of the everolimus/polymer coating. The chemistry, manufacturing, and 
controls information ensures that product meeting specifications will be released. 

The test results obtained from the sterilization testing demonstrated that the product can be 
adequately sterilized and is acceptable for clinical use. The stability testing and functional 
shelf life testing demonstrated that the product can be labeled with a shelf life of 9 months. 

B. Effectiveness Conclusions 

The SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial consisted of two cohorts, the Core Size Registry and the 
Long Lesion Registry. The results of the SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial showed that the 
primary composite endpoint of target lesion failure (TLF, defined as cardiac death, target 
vessel myocardial infarction (TV -MI), and clinically indicated target lesion revascularization 
(CI-TLR)) at one year was 6.5%, with an upper limit of the one-sided 95% confidence 
interval of 8.9%, which met the prespecified performance goal of < 9.2% (p<0.0338) for the 
Core Size Registry. The rate of TLF at one year in the Long Lesion Registry was 1 2.5%, 
with an upper limit of the one-sided 95% confidence interval of 19.1%, which met the 
prespecified performance goal of < 19.2% (p<0.0484) for the LLR. Both major secondary 
endpoints were also met. The composite endpoint of TLF contains both safety and 
effectiveness components. 

The SPIRIT PRIME trial demonstrated that the XIENCE PRIME Everolimus Eluting 
Coronary Stent System provides a reasonable assurance of safety and effectiveness when 
used in accordance with the instructions for use. 

C. Overall Conclusions 
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XIV. CDRH DECISION 



CDRH issued an approval order on November 1, 201 1 . The final conditions of approval cited 
in the approval order are described below. 

1. Continued. Follow-up ofPremarket Cohort: You must conduct a post-approval 
study to continue follow-up of the premarket cohorts, consisting of 500 patients 
t (Core Size Registry -400 participants; Long Lesion Registry-1 00 participants). 
You should collect clinical outcomes through 5 years post-procedure on at least 
80% of patients enrolled (excluding those discontinued due to death) in the 
SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial. This study will be conducted as per protocol 
submitted with the revised statistical analysis plan provided in Amendment 3 of 
the PMA. A comparison of primary and secondary endpoints of the CSR and the 
XIENCE V arm of the SPIRIT II, III, and IV trials (pooled data), will be provided. 
For the LLR cohort, the comparison endpoints will be made with the SPIRIT IV 
overlapping cohort due to lack of overlapping data in SPIRIT II and SPIRIT III 
and unavailability of the 33 and 38mm XIENCE V stents. 



2. The issue of the- optimal duration of dual antiplatelet therapy following PCI with 
drug-eluting stents (DES) remains a critical question that is currently being studied 
in the DAPT trial. FDA acknowledges that you are participating in this trial to 
address a condition of approval for the Xience V DES (P070015). As the duration 
of dual antiplatelet therapy is also relevant for the Xience Prime EECS, you must 
fulfill your commitment to the condition of PMA approval for P07001 5. When 
appropriate or as requested by FDA, you should submit PMA supplements to the 
Xience PRIME PMA (PI 10019) requesting approval to update your IFU to 
include the data collected in the DAPT trial. If you do not fulfill the condition of 
approval for P070015, you must conduct or participate in a separate clinical trial 
that will develop data to study the duration of dual antiplatelet therapy following 
implantation of the Xience PRIME DES and subsequently submit PMA 
supplements to this PMA requesting approval to include these data in an IFU 
update. 



3. Within 1 2 months of PMA approval, you should submit a PMA supplement 
requesting approval to tighten the in-process coating weight gain specifications or 
implementing procedures to re-coat stents with less than 95% coating weight gain 
upon in-process inspection. 

The applicant's manufacturing facilities were inspected and found to be in compliance with 
the device Quality System (QS) regulation (21 CFR 820). 
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XV. APPROVAL SPECIFICATIONS 



Directions of use: See device labeling. 

Hazards to Health from Use of the Device: See Indications, Contraindications, Warnings, 
Precautions, and Adverse Events in the device labeling. 

Post-approval Requirements and Restrictions: See approval order. 
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Exhibit D 



XIENCE PRIME™ and XIENCE PRIME LL 
Everoiimus Eluting Coronary Stent Systems 
Instructions for Use 



Table of Contents 

1 .0 PRODUCT DESCRIPTION 

1 . 1 Device Component Description 

1 .2 Drug Component Description 

1.2.1 Everoiimus 

1 .2.2 Inactive Ingredients - Non-erodible Polymer 

1 .2.3 Product Matrix and Everoiimus Content 



ONLY 



2.0 INDICATIONS 

3.0 CONTRAINDICATIONS 



4.0 WARNINGS 



5.0 PRECAUTIONS 

5.1 General Precautions 

5.2 Pre- and Post-Procedure Antiplatelet Regimen 

5.3 Multiple Stent Use 

5.4 Brachytherapy 

5.5 Use in Conjunction with Other Procedures 

5.6 Use in Special Populations 

5.6.1 Pregnancy 

5.6.2 Lactation 

5.6.3 Gender 

5.6.4 Ethnicity 

5.6.5 Pediatric Use 

5.6.6 Geriatric Use 

5.7 LesionA/essel Characteristics 

5.8 Drug Interactions 

5.9 Immune Suppression Potential 

5.10 Lipid Elevation Potential 

5.1 1 Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) 

5.12 Stent Handling 

5.13 Stent Placement 

5.13.1 Stent Preparation 

5.13.2 Stent Implantation 

5.14 Stent System Removal 

5.15 Post-Procedure 



6.0 DRUG INFORMATION 

6. 1 Mechanism of Action 

6.2 Pharmacokinetics 

6.3 Interactions with Drugs or Other Substances 

6.4 Carcinogenicity, Genotoxicity, and Reproductive Toxicity 
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6.5 Pregnancy 

6.6 Lactation 



7.0 OVERVIEW OF CLINICAL EXPERIENCE 

8.0 ADVERSE EVENTS 

8.1 Observed Adverse Events 

8.2 Stent Thrombosis Definitions 

8.3 Potential Adverse Events 

9.0 SPIRIT FAMILY OF CLINICAL TRIALS 

9.1 SPIRIT PRIME Clinical Trial 

9.2 SPIRIT III Pivotal Clinical Trial 

9.2.1 SPIRIT III Randomized Clinical Trial (RCT) 

9.2.2 Dual Vessel Treatment in SPIRIT III 

9.2.3 SPIRIT III US 4.0 mm Arm 

9.3 SPIRIT IV Clinical Trial 

9.3.1 SPIRIT IV Randomized Clinical Trial 

9.3.2 Multiple Vessel Treatment in SPIRIT IV 

9.4 Pooled SPIRIT ll-lll-IV Clinical Trials 

9.4.1 Analysis of Diabetic Subjects in SPIRIT IV and Pooled SPIRIT II, 
SPIRIT III RCT, and the SPIRIT IV Trials 

9.5 Gender-Based Analysis of the SPIRIT Family of Clinical Trials 

9.5.1 Background 

9.5.2 Gender-Based Analysis of the SPIRIT PRIME Clinical Trial 

9.5.3 Gender-Based Analysis in SPIRIT IV and Pooled II, III RCT, and IV 
Clinical Trials 

10.0 INDIVIDUALIZATION OF TREATMENT 

1 1 .0 PATIENT COUNSELING AND PATIENT INFORMATION 

12.0 HOW SUPPLIED 

13.0 OPERATOR'S INSTRUCTIONS 

13.1 Inspection Prior to Use 

13.2 Materials Required 

13.3 Preparation 

13.3.1 Packaging Removal 

13.3.2 Guide Wire Lumen Flush 

13.3.3 Delivery System Preparation 

13.4 Delivery Procedure 

13.5 Deployment Procedure 

13.6 Removal Procedure 

1 3.7 Post-Deployment Dilatation of Stent Segments 
14.0 IN VITRO COMPLIANCE INFORMATION 

15.0 REUSE PRECAUTION STATEMENT 
16.0 PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
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THE COMPONENTS OF THE XIENCE PRIME STENT SYSTEM ARE STERILE. 



1 .0 PRODUCT DESCRIPTION 

The XIENCE PRIME family of stent systems includes: 

• The XIENCE PRIME Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (stent diameters 2.25, 
2.5, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 mm, stent lengths 8, 12, 15, 18, 23 mm) 

• XIENCE PRIME LL Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (stent diameters 2.25 1 , 
2.5, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 mm, stent lengths 28, 33, 38 mm) Everolimus Eluting Coronary 
Stent Systems 

Hereafter the XIENCE PRIME family of stent systems is referred to as the XIENCE PRIME stent 
or XIENCE PRIME stent system. The XIENCE PRIME stent systems are device/drug 
combination products consisting of a drug-coated stent and a balloon expandable delivery 
system. The stent is coated with a formulation containing everolimus, the active ingredient, 
embedded in a non-erodible polymer, which is identical to the FDA approved XIENCE V® 
Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (XIENCE V EECSS). 



The 2.25 mm stent diameter for XIENCE PRIME LL is only available in the 28 mm stent length. 
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1 .1 Device Component Description 



The device component consists of a medical grade L-605 cobalt chromium (CoCr) drug-coated 
stent mounted onto the XIENCE PRIME stent delivery system. The device component 
characteristics are summarized in Table 1-1. 



Table 1-1: XIENCE PRIME Stent System Product Description 





XIENCE PRIME Stent System 




XIENCE PRIME 


XIENCE PRIME LL 


Available Stent Lengths 
(mm) 


8,12,15,18, 23 


28*. 33, 38 


Available Stent 
Diameters (mm) 


2.25,2.5, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5,4.0 


2.25**, 2.5, 2.75, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 


Stent Material 


A medical grade L-605 cobalt chromium CoCr alloy identical to the 
material used in the XIENCE V stent 


Drug Component 


A conformal coating of a non-erodible polymer loaded with 100 ug/cm 2 of 
everolimus with a maximum nominal drug content of 232 ug on the large 
stent (4.0 x 38 mm) 


Delivery System 
Working Length 


143 cm 


Delivery System Design 


Single access port to inflation lumen; guide wire exit notch is located 
25.5 cm from tip; designed for guide wires £ 0.014". 


Stent Delivery System 
Balloon 


A compliant, tapered balloon, with two radiopaque markers located on 
the catheter shaft to indicate balloon positioning and expanded stent 
length 


Balloon Inflation 
Pressure 


Rated Burst Pressure (RBP): 18 atm (1824 kPa) 




Stent Diameter (mm) 


in vitro Stent Nominal 
Pressure (atm) 




2.25 


8 


2.5 


8 


2.75 


8 


3.0 


10 


3.5 


10 


4.0 


10 


Guiding Catheter Inner 
Diameter 


£ 5 F (0.056") 


Catheter Shaft Outer 
Diameter 


Distal: 0.034" (0.86 mm) 
Proximal: 0.031 " (0.79 mm) 



* The 28 mm length stent was studied in the XIENCE PRIME Core Size Registry. The results of the 
Core Size Registry are presented in Tables 9.1-2 to 9.1-3. 
**The 2.25 mm diameter stent for XIENCE PRIME LL is only available in the 28 mm stent length. 
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1.2 Drug Component Description 



The XIENCE PRIME stent is coated with everolimus (active ingredient), embedded in a non- 
erodible polymer (inactive ingredient). 

1.2.1 Everolimus 

Everolimus is the active pharmaceutical ingredient in the XIENCE PRIME stent. It is a novel 
semi-synthetic macrolide immunosuppressant, synthesized by chemical modification of 
rapamycin (sirolimus). The everolimus chemical name is 40-O-(2-hydroxyethyl)-rapamycin and 
the chemical structure is shown in Figure 1.2.1-1 below. 

Figure 1.2.1-1: Everolimus Chemical Structure 




CH 3 CH 3 
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1.2.2. Inactive Ingredients - Non-erodible Polymer 



The XIENCE PRIME stent contains inactive ingredients, including poly n-butyl methacrylate 
(PBMA), a polymer that adheres to the stent and drug coating, and PVDF-HFP, which is 
comprised of vinylidene fluoride and hexafluoropropylene monomers as the drug matrix layer 
containing everolimus. PBMA is a homopolymer with a molecular weight (Mw) of 264,000 to 
376,000 dalton. PVDF-HFP is a non-erodible semicrystalline random copolymer with a 
molecular weight (Mw) of 254,000 to 293,000 dalton. The drug matrix copolymer is mixed with 
everolimus (83%/17% w/w polymer/everolimus ratio) and applied to the entire PBMA-coated 
stent surface. The drug load is 100 pg/cm 2 for all product sizes. No topcoat layer is used. The 
polymer chemical structures are shown in Figure 1.2.2-2 below. 



Figure 1.2.2-1: Non-erodible Polymer Chemical Structures 
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1.2.3 Product Matrix and Everolimus Content 



Table 1.2.3-1: XIENCE PRIME Stent System Product Matrix and Everolimus Content 



Model Number 
(RX) 


Nominal Expanded Stent 
Diameter (mm) 


Nominal Unexpanded Stent 
Length (mm) 


Nominal Everolimus 
Content (ug) 


1011730-08 


2.25 


8 


40 


1011731 -08 


2.5 


40 


1011732-08 


2.75 


40 


1011733-08 


3.0 


40 


1011734-08 


3.5 


50 


1011735-08 


4.0 


50 


1011730- 12 


2.25 


12 


60 


1011731 - 12 


2.5 


60 


1011732- 12 


2.75 


60 


1011733- 12 


3.0 


60 


1011734- 12 


3.5 


75 


1011735- 12 


4.0 


75 


1011730- 15 


2.25 


I D 


74 


1011731 - 15 


2.5 


74 


1011732-15 


2.75 


74 


1011733-15 


3.0 


74 


1011734-15 


3.5 


91 


1011735-15 


4.0 


91 


1011730-18 


2.25 


1 ft 
I O 


88 


1011731 -18 


2.5 


88 


1011732-18 


2.75 


88 


1011733-18 


3.0 


88 


1011734- 18 


3.5 


116 


1011735-18 


4.0 


116 


1011730-23 


2.25 


23 


109 


1011731 -23 


2.5 


109 


1011732-23 


2.75 


109 


1011733-23 


3.0 


109 


1011734-23 


3.5 


141 


1011735-23 


4.0 


141 


1011730- 28 


2.25 


28 


137 


1011731 -28 


2.5 


137 


1011732-28 


2.75 


137 


1011733-28 


3.0 


137 


1011734-28 


3.5 


174 


1011735-28 


4.0 


174 


1011731 -33 


2.5 


33 


157 


1011732-33 


2.75 


157 


1011733-33 


3.0 


157 


1011734-33 


3.5 


199 


1011735-33 


4.0 


199 


1011731 -38 


2.5 


38 


185 


1011732-38 


2.75 


185 


1011733-38 


3.0 


185 


1011734-38 


3.5 


232 


1011735-38 


4.0 


232 
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2.0 INDICATIONS 

The XIENCE PRIME stent system is indicated for improving coronary artery luminal diameter in 
patients with symptomatic heart disease due to de novo native coronary artery lesions (length 
< 32 mm) with reference vessel diameters of £ 2.25 mm to £ 4.25 mm. 

3.0 CONTRAINDICATIONS 

The XIENCE PRIME stent system is contraindicated for use in patients: 

• Who cannot receive antiplatelet and/or anticoagulant therapy (see section 5.2 - 
Precautions, Pre- and Post-Procedure Antiplatelet Regimen for more information) 

• With lesions that prevent complete angioplasty balloon inflation or proper placement of 
the stent or stent delivery system 

• With hypersensitivity or contraindication to everolimus or structurally-related compounds, 
cobalt, chromium, nickel, tungsten, acrylic, and fluoropolymers 

4.0 WARNINGS 

• Ensure that the inner package sterile barrier has not been opened or damaged prior to 
use. 

• Judicious patient selection is necessary, because the use of this device carries the 
associated risk of stent thrombosis, vascular complications, and/or bleeding events. 

• This product should not be used in patients who are not likely to comply with the 
recommended antiplatelet therapy (see section 5.2 for important information regarding 
antiplatelet therapy). 

5.0 PRECAUTIONS 

5.1 General Precautions 

• Stent implantation should only be performed by physicians who have received 
appropriate training. 

• Stent placement should be performed at hospitals where emergency coronary artery 
bypass graft surgery is accessible. 

• Subsequent restenosis may require repeat dilatation of the arterial segment containing 
the stent. Long-term outcomes following repeat dilatation of the stent is presently 
unknown. 

• Risks and benefits should be considered in patients with severe contrast agent allergies. 

• Care should be taken to control the guiding catheter tip during stent delivery, 
deployment, and balloon withdrawal. Before withdrawing the stent delivery system, 
visually confirm complete balloon deflation by fluoroscopy to avoid guiding catheter 
movement into the vessel and subsequent arterial damage. 

• Stent thrombosis is a low-frequency event that is frequently associated with myocardial 
infarction (Ml) or death. Data from the SPIRIT family of clinical trials have been 
prospectively evaluated and adjudicated using both the protocol definition of stent 
thrombosis and the definition developed by the Academic Research Consortium (ARC), 
and demonstrate specific patterns of stent thrombosis that vary depending on the 
definition used (see section 8.2 - Adverse Events, Stent Thrombosis Definitions and 
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section 9.4 - Spirit Family of Clinical Trials, Pooled SPIRIT ll-ltl-IV Clinical Trials for 
more information). 

• When DES are used outside the specified Indications for Use, patient outcomes may 
differ from the results observed in the SPIRIT family of clinical trials. 

• Compared to use within the specified Indications for Use, the use of DES in patients and 
lesions outside of the labeled indications, including more tortuous anatomy, may have an 
increased risk of adverse events, including stent thrombosis, stent embolization, Ml, or 
death. 

• Orally administered everolimus combined with cyclosporine is associated with increased 
serum cholesterol and triglyceride levels. 

5.2 Pre- and Post-Procedure Antiplatelet Regimen 

• In the SPIRIT PRIME clinical trial, clopidogrel bisulfate orticlopidine hydrochloride was 
administered pre-procedure and for a minimum of 12 months post-procedure (75 mg per 
day). Aspirin was administered pre-procedure and continued through 5 years (a 
minimum of 80 mg per day) to reduce thrombosis risk. At 1 year, dual antiplatelet 
therapy compliance in the Core Size Registry was 92.8% (360/388) and in the Long 
Lesion Registry was 89.0% (89/100). Upon subject completion of the study, physicians 
recommended that the subject remain on the aspirin regimen indefinitely). 

• The optimal duration of dual antiplatelet therapy, specifically clopidogrel, is unknown and 
DES thrombosis may still occur despite continued therapy. Data from several studies on 
sirolimus-eluting or paclitaxel-eluting stents suggest that a longer duration of clopidogrel 
than was recommended post-procedurally in DES pivotal trials may be beneficial. 
Current guidelines recommend that patients receive aspirin indefinitely and 75 mg of 
clopidogrel daily for at least 12 months, if subjects are not at high risk of bleeding 

(ref: ACC/AHA/SCAI PCI Practice Guidelines 2,3 ). 

• It is very important that the patient comply with the post-procedural antiplatelet therapy 
recommendations. Early discontinuation of prescribed antiplatelet medication could 
result in a higher risk of thrombosis, Ml, or death. Prior to percutaneous coronary 
intervention (PCI), if the patient is required to undergo a surgical or dental procedure that 
might require early discontinuation of antiplatelet therapy, the interventionalist and 
patient should carefully consider whether a DES and its associated recommended 
antiplatelet therapy is the appropriate PCI treatment of choice. Following PCI, should a 
surgical or dental procedure be recommended, requiring suspension of antiplatelet 
therapy, the risks and benefits of the procedure should be weighed against the possible 
risks associated with early discontinuation of antiplatelet therapy. Patients who require 
early discontinuation of antiplatelet therapy (e.g., secondary to active bleeding) should 
be monitored carefully for cardiac events. At the discretion of the patient's treating 
physicians, the antiplatelet therapy should be restarted as soon as possible. 



2 Smith et al. ACC/AHA/SCAI 2005 Guideline Update for Percutaneous Coronary Intervention. JACC, 2006; 47: e1-121 

3 King III et al. 2007 Focused Update of the ACC/AHA/SCAI 2005 Guideline Update for Percutaneous Coronary Intervention. JACC, 
2008; 51:172-209 
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13.0 



OPERATOR'S INSTRUCTIONS 



1 3.1 Inspection Prior to Use 

• Carefully inspect the sterile package before opening and check for damage to the sterile 
barrier. Do not use if the integrity of the sterile package has been compromised. 

• Do not use after the "Use by" date. 

• Tear open the foil pouch and remove the inner pouch. 

Note: The outside of the inner pouch is NOT sterile. Open the inner pouch and pass 
or drop the product into the sterile field using an aseptic technique. 

• Prior to using the XIENCE PRIME stent system, carefully remove the system from the 
package and inspect for bends, kinks, and other damage. Verify that the stent does not 
extend beyond the radiopaque balloon markers. Do not use if any defects are noted. 
However, do not manipulate, touch, or handle the stent with your fingers, which may 
cause coating damage, contamination, or stent dislodgement from the delivery balloon. 

Note: At any time during use of the XIENCE PRIME stent system, if the stainless steel proximal 
shaft has been bent or kinked, do not continue to use the catheter. 

13.2 Materials Required 

• Appropriate guiding catheter(s). See Table 1-1: XIENCE PRIME Stent System Product 
Description 

• 2-3 syringes (1 0 - 20 ml) 

• 1 ,000 u/500 ml heparinized normal saline (HepNS) 

• 0.014" (0.36 mm) x 175 cm (minimum length) guide wire 

• Rotating hemostatic valve with appropriate minimum inner diameter (0.096" [2.44 mm]) 

• 60% contrast diluted 1:1 with heparinized normal saline 

• Inflation device 

• Pre-deployment dilatation catheter 

• Three-way stopcock 

• Torque device 

• Guide wire introducer 

• Appropriate arterial sheath 

• Appropriate anticoagulation and antiplatelet drugs 
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13.3 Preparation 
13.3.1 Packaging Removal 



Note: The foil pouch is not a sterile barrier. The inner header bag (pouch) within the 
foil pouch is the sterile barrier. Only the contents of the inner pouch should be 
considered sterile. The outside surface of the inner pouch is NOT sterile. 

1 . Carefully remove the delivery system from its protective tubing for preparation of 
the delivery system. When using a Rapid Exchange (RX) system, do not bend or 
kink the hypotube during removal. 

2. Remove the product mandrel and protective stent sheath by grasping the 
catheter just proximal to the stent (at the proximal balloon bond site), and with 
the other hand, grasp the stent protector and gently remove distally. If unusual 
resistance is felt during product mandrel and stent sheath removal, do not use 
this product and replace with another. Follow product returns procedure for the 
unused device. 



13.3.2 Guide Wire Lumen Flush 



1 . Rapid Exchange (RX) only: Flush the guide wire lumen with HepNS using the 
flushing tool supplied with the product. Insert the flushing tool into the tip of the 
catheter and flush until fluid exits the guide wire exit notch. 

Note: Avoid manipulation of the stent while flushing the guide wire lumen, as this may 
disrupt the placement of the stent on the balloon. 
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13.3.3 Delivery System Preparation 



1 . Prepare an inflation device/syringe with diluted contrast medium. 

2. Attach an inflation device/syringe to the stopcock; attach it to the inflation port of 
the product. Do not bend the product hypotube, when connecting to the inflation 
device/syringe. 

3. With the tip down, orient the delivery system vertically. 

4. Open the stopcock to delivery system; pull negative for 30 seconds; release to 
neutral for contrast fill. 

5. Close the stopcock to the delivery system; purge the inflation device/syringe of all 
air. 

6. Repeat steps 3 through 5 until all air is expelled. If bubbles persist, do not use 
the product. 

7. If a syringe was used, attach a prepared inflation device to stopcock. 

8. Open the stopcock to the delivery system. 

9. Leave on neutral 

Note: While introducing the delivery system into the vessel, do not induce negative 
pressure on the delivery system. This may cause dislodgement of the stent from the 
balloon. 

Note: If air is seen in the shaft, repeat section 13.3.3 - Operator's Instructions, Delivery 
System Preparation, steps 3 through 5, to prevent uneven stent expansion. 
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13.4 Delivery Procedure 



1 . Prepare the vascular access site according to standard practice. 

2. Pre-dilate the lesion with a percutaneous transluminal coronary 
angioplasty (PTCA) catheter of appropriate length and diameter for the 
vessel/lesion to be treated. Limit the longitudinal length of pre-dilatation by the 
PTCA balloon to avoid creating a region of vessel injury that is outside the 
boundaries of the XIENCE PRIME stent. For long lesions, size the stent to the 
diameter of the most distal portion of the vessel. 

3. For long lesions, size the stent to the diameter of the most distal portion of the 
vessel. 

Note: If choosing between two stent diameters for tight lesions choose the smaller 
diameter stent and inflate. See section 14.0- In vitro Compliance Information 

4. Maintain neutral pressure on the inflation device attached to the delivery system. 
Open the rotating hemostatic valve as wide as possible. 

5. Backload the delivery system onto the proximal portion of the guide wire, while 
maintaining guide wire position across the target lesion. 

6. Carefully advance the delivery system into the guiding catheter and over the 
guide wire to the target lesion. When using a Rapid Exchange (RX) system, be 
sure to keep the hypotube straight. Ensure guiding catheter stability before 
advancing the stent system into the coronary artery. 

Note: If unusual resistance is felt before the stent exits the guiding catheter, do not force 
passage. Resistance may indicate a problem and the use of excessive force may result 
in stent damage or dislodgement. Maintain guide wire placement across the lesion and 
remove the delivery system and guiding catheter as a single unit. 

7. Advance the delivery system over the guide wire to the target lesion under direct 
fluoroscopic visualization. Utilize the radiopaque balloon markers to position the 
stent across the lesion. Perform angiography to confirm stent position. If the 
position of the stent is not optimal, it should be carefully repositioned or removed 
(see section 5. 14 - Precautions, Stent System Removal). The balloon markers 
indicate both the stent edges and the balloon shoulders. Expansion of the stent 
should not be undertaken if the stent is not properly positioned in the target 
lesion. 

Note: If removal of a stent system is required prior to deployment, ensure that the 
guiding catheter is coaxially positioned relative to the stent delivery system, and 
cautiously withdraw the stent delivery system into the guiding catheter. Should unusual 
resistance be felt at any time when withdrawing the stent towards the guiding catheter, 
the stent delivery system and the guiding catheter should be removed as a single unit. 
This should be done under direct visualization with fluoroscopy. 

8. Tighten the rotating hemostatic valve. The stent is now ready to be deployed. 
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13.5 Deployment Procedure 



CAUTION: Refer to Table 14-1: XIENCE PRIME Stent Compliance, for in vitro stent 
inner diameter, nominal pressure, and RBP. 

1 . Prior to deployment, reconfirm the correct position of the stent relative to the 
target lesion using the radiopaque balloon markers. 

2. Deploy the stent slowly by pressurizing the delivery system in 2 atm increments, 
every 5 seconds, until stent is completely expanded. Fully expand the stent by 
inflating to nominal pressure at a minimum. Accepted practice generally targets an 
initial deployment pressure that would achieve a stent inner diameter ratio of 
about 1.1 times the reference vessel diameter (see Table 14-1 : XIENCE PRIME 
Stent Compliance). 

3. For long lesions, size the stent to the diameter of the most distal portion of the 
vessel and expand stent to nominal pressure at minimum. Maintain pressure for 
30 seconds. If necessary, the delivery system can be repressurized or further 
pressurized to assure complete apposition of the stent to the artery wall. 

4. Maintain pressure for 30 seconds for full expansion of the stent. Fluoroscopic 
visualization during stent expansion should be used in order to properly judge the 
optimum stent diameter as compared to the proximal and distal native coronary 
artery diameters (reference vessel diameters). Optimal stent expansion and 
proper apposition requires that the stent be in full contact with the arterial wall. 

Note: See section 13.6- Removal Procedure for instruction on withdrawal of stent 
delivery system. 

5. If necessary, the delivery system can be repressurized or further pressurized to 
assure complete apposition of the stent to the artery wall. 

Note: Do not exceed the labeled rated burst pressure (RBP) of 18 atm (1824 kPA). 

6. Fully cover the entire lesion and balloon treated area (including dissections) with 
the XIENCE PRIME stent, allowing for adequate stent coverage into healthy 
tissue proximal and distal to the lesion. 

7. Deflate the balloon by pulling negative on the inflation device for 30 seconds. 
Confirm complete balloon deflation before attempting to move the delivery 
system. If unusual resistance is felt during stent delivery system withdrawal, pay 
particular attention to guiding catheter position. 

Note: See section 13.6- Removal Procedure for instruction on withdrawal of stent 
delivery system. 

8. Confirm stent position and deployment using standard angiographic techniques. 
For optimal results, the entire stenosed arterial segment should be covered by 
the stent. Fluoroscopic visualization during stent expansion should be used in 
order to properly judge the optimum expanded stent diameter as compared to 
the proximal and distal coronary artery diameter(s). Optimal expansion requires 
that the stent be in full contact with the artery wall. Stent wall contact should be 
verified through routine angiography or intravascular ultrasound (IVUS). 

9. If the deployed stent size is still inadequate with respect to reference vessel 
diameter, a larger balloon may be used to further expand the stent. If the initial 
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angiographic appearance is suboptimal, the stent may be further expanded using 
a low profile, high pressure, non-compliant balloon dilatation catheter. If this is 
required, the stented segment should be carefully recrossed with a prolapsed 
guide wire to avoid disrupting the stent geometry. Deployed stents should not be 
left underdilated. 

CAUTION: Do not dilate the stent beyond the following limits. 

Nominal Stent Diameter Dilatation Limit 

2.25 mm and 2.5 mm 3.25 mm 

2.75 mm and 3.0 mm 3.75 mm 

3.5 mm and 4.0 mm 4.5 mm 

10. If more than one XIENCE PRIME stent is needed to cover the lesion and balloon 
treated area, it is suggested that, to avoid the potential for gap restenosis, the 
stents be adequately overlapped. To ensure that there are no gaps between 
stents, the balloon marker bands of the second XIENCE PRIME stent should be 
positioned inside the deployed stent prior to expansion. 

1 1 . Reconfirm stent position and angiographic results. Repeat inflations until optimal 
stent deployment is achieved. 

13.6 Removal Procedure 



Withdrawal of the stent delivery catheter from the deployed stent: 

1 . Deflate the balloon by pulling negative on the inflation device. Larger and longer 
balloons will take more time (up to 30 seconds) to deflate than smaller and 
shorter balloons. Confirm balloon deflation under fluoroscopy and wait 

10-15 seconds longer. 

2. Position inflation device on "negative" or "neutral" pressure. 

3. Stabilize guiding catheter position just outside coronary ostium and anchor in 
place. Maintain guide wire placement across stent segment. 

4. Gently remove the stent delivery system with slow and steady pressure. 

5. Tighten the rotating hemostatic valve. 

If during withdrawal of the stent delivery catheter resistance is encountered, use 
the following steps to improve balloon rewrap: 

• Re-inflate the balloon up to nominal pressure. 

• Repeat steps 1 through 5 above 

Posf stent delivery system withdrawal - Stent deployment confirmation 

1 . Confirm stent position and deployment using standard angiographic techniques. 
For optimal results, the entire stenosed arterial segment should be covered by 
the stent. Fluoroscopic visualization during stent expansion should be used in 
order to properly judge the optimum expanded stent diameter as compared to the 
proximal and distal coronary artery diameter(s). Optimal expansion requires 
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that the stent be in full contact with the artery wall. Stent wall contact should 
be verified through routine angiography or intravascular ultrasound (IVUS). 

2. If more than one XIENCE PRIME stent is needed to cover the lesion and balloon 
treated area, it is suggested that, to avoid the potential for gap restenosis, the 
stents be adequately overlapped. 

3. To ensure that there are no gaps between stents, the balloon marker bands of 
the second XIENCE PRIME stent should be positioned inside the deployed stent 
prior to expansion. 

4. Reconfirm stent position and angiographic results to assess stented area. Repeat 
inflations until optimal stent deployment is achieved. If post-dilatation is 
necessary, ensure that the final stent diameter matches the reference vessel 
diameter. Assure that the stent wall is in contact with the artery wall. 



13.7 Post-Deployment Dilatation of Stent Segments 



1 . All efforts should be taken to assure that the stent is not underdilated. 

2. If the deployed stent size is still inadequate with respect to the vessel diameter, or 
if full contact with the vessel wall is not achieved, a larger balloon may be used to 
expand the stent further. The stent may be further expanded using a low profile, 
high pressure, and noncompliant balloon catheter. If this is required, the stented 
segment should be recrossed carefully with a prolapsed guide wire to avoid 
dislodging the stent. The balloon should be centered within the stent and should 
not extend outside of the stented region). 

CAUTION: Do not dilate the stent beyond the following limits. 



Nominal Stent Diameter 



Dilatation Limit 



2.25 mm and 2.5 mm 
2.75mm and 3.0 mm 
3.5 mm and 4.0 mm 



3.25 mm 
3.75 mm 
4.5 mm 
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1 4.0 IN VITRO COMPLIANCE IN FORMA TION 



Table 14-1: XIENCE PRIME Stent Compliance 
Nominal Pressure for Each Diameter Indicated by Bold Font 



Pressure 


Stent ID (mm) by System Diameter 


aim 


Kr3 


2.25 mm 


2.5 mm 


2.75 mm 


3.0 mm 


3.5 mm 


A A rvim 

*l.U iiini 


8 


811 


2.26 


2.46 


2.71 


2.90 


3.33 


O OA 

3.81 


Q 

y 


y \£. 






0 77 


9 Q7 


0.*T I 




10 


1013 


2.38 


2.59 


2.84 


3.04 


3.49 


3.99 


11 


1115 


2.44 


2.65 


2.89 


3.10 


3.56 


4.07 


12 


1216 


2.48 


2.70 


2.94 


3.15 


3.63 


4.14 


13 


1317 


2.53 


2.75 


2.99 


3.19 


3.69 


4.21 


14 


1419 


2.56 


2.79 


3.03 


3.24 


3.74 


4.26 


15 


1520 


2.60 


2.83 


3.06 


3.27 


3.78 


4.32 


16 


1621 


2.63 


2.86 


3.10 


3.31 


3.83 


4.37 


17 


1723 


2.67 


2.90 


3.13 


3.34 


3.87 


4.42 


18(RBP)* 


1824 


2.70 


2.93 


3.16 


3.37 


3.90 


4.47 


19 


1925 


2.74 


2.97 


3.20 


3.41 


3.94 


4.52 


20 


2027 


2,77 


3.00 


3.23 


3.44 


3.98 


4.57 


21 


2128 


2.81 


3.04 


3.26 


3.47 


4.02 


4.62 


22 


2229 


2.85 


3.08 


3.30 


3.50 


4.05 


4.67 



Note: These nominal data are based on in vitro testing at 37°C and do not take into account lesion resistance. 
Ensure full deployment of the stent (see section 13.5- Operator's Instructions, Deployment Procedure) and confirm the 
stent sizing angiographics I ly. 
*Do not exceed the rated burst pressure (RBP). 



15.0 REUSE PRECAUTION STATEMENT 

Do not use if sterile barrier is damaged. If damage is found call your Abbott Vascular, 
Cardiac Therapies representative. 

For single patient use only. Do not reuse, reprocess, or resterilize. 
16.0 PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

This product and /or its use are covered by one or more of the following United States Patents: 
5,514,154; 5,569,295; 5,636,641; 5,649,952; 5,665,772; 5,759,192; 5,780,807; 5,868,706; 
6,131,266; 6,179,810; 6,309,412; 6,369,355; 6,384,046; 6,419,693; 6,440,990; 6,482,166; 
6,629,991; 6,629,994; 6,656,220; 6,736,843; 6,746,423; 6,827,734; 6,887,219; 6,887,510; 
6,890,318; 6,908,479; 6,929,657; 6,939,373; 6,957,152. Other U.S. patents pending. Foreign 
patents issued and pending. 

XIENCE PRIME is a trademark of the Abbott Group of Companies. 

XIENCE V is a registered trademark of the Abbott Group of Companies. 

TAXUS, TAXUS Express, and TAXUS Liberie are registered trademarks of Boston Scientific 

Corporation or its affiliates. 

Viagra is a registered trademark of Pfizer, Inc. 

Zortress, Certican, and Afinitor are registered trademarks of Novartis Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 
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Abbott Vascular 

Santa Clara, CA 95054-2807 USA 

CUSTOMER SERVICE 

TEL: (800) 227-9902 

FAX: (800) 601-8874 

Outside USA TEL: (951) 914-4669 

Outside USA FAX: (951) 914-2531 
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[57] ABSTRACT 

The invention is directed to an expandable stent for implan- 
tation in a body lumen, such as an artery, and a method for 
making it from a single length of tubing. The stent consists 
of a plurality of radially expandable cylindrical elements 
generally aligned on a common axis and interconnected by 
one or more interconncctivc elements. The individual radi- 
ally expandable cylindrical elements consist of ribbon-like 
material disposed in an undulating partem. Portions of the 
expanded stent project outwardly into engagement with the 
vessel wall to more securely attach the stent. 



23 Claims, 4 Drawing Sheets 
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EXPANDABLE STENTS 

RELATED APPLICATIONS 

This application is a continuation-in-part of U.S. patent 5 
application U.S. Sen No. 08/164,986 filed Dec. 9, 1993, now 
abandoned, which is a continuation application of U.S. Ser. 
No. 07/783,558 filed Oct. 28, 1991, now abandoned. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 10 

This invention relates to expandable endoprosthesis 
devices, generally called stents, which are adapted to be 
implanted into a patient's body lumen, such as blood vessel, 
to maintain the patency thereof. These devices are very 
useful in the treatment of atherosclerotic stenosis in blood 15 
vessels. 

Stents are generally tubular-shaped devices which func- 
tion to hold open a segment of a blood vessel or other 
anatomical lumen. They are particularly suitable for use to 
support and hold back a dissected arterial lining which can 
occlude the fluid passageway therethrough. 

Further details of prior art stents can be found in U.S. Pat. 
No. 3,868,956 (Alfidi et al.); U.S. Pat. No. 4,512,338 (Balko 
et al.); U.S. Pat No. 4,553,545 (Maass et al.); U.S. Pat. No. 25 
4,733,665 (Palmaz); U.S. Pat No. 4,762,128 (Rosenbluth); 
U.S. Pat. No. 4,800,882 (Gianturco); U.S. Pat. No. 4,856, 
516 (Hillstead); and U.S. Pat. No. 4,886,062 (Wiktor), 
which are hereby incorporated herein in their entirety by 
reference thereto. 30 

Various means have been described to deliver and implant 
stents. One method frequently described for delivering a 
stent to a desired intraluminal location includes mounting 
the expandable stent on an expandable member, such as a 
balloon, provided on the distal end of an intravascular 35 
catheter, advancing the catheter to the desired location 
within the patient's body lumen, inflating the balloon on the 
catheter to expand the stent into a permanent expanded 
condition and then deflating the balloon and removing the 
catheter. One of the difficulties encountered using prior 40 
stents involved maintaining the radial rigidity needed to hold 
open a body lumen while at the same time maintaining the 
longitudinal flexibility of the stent to facilitate its delivery. 

What has been needed and heretofore unavailable is a 
stent which has a high degree of flexibility so that it can be 45 
advanced through tortuous passageways and can be readily 
expanded and yet have the mechanical strength to hold open 
the body lumen into which it expanded. The present inven- 
tion satisfies this need. 

50 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention is directed to an expandable stent 
which is relatively flexible along its longitudinal axis to 
facilitate delivery through tortuous body lumens, but which 55 
is stiff and stable enough radially in an expanded condition • 
to maintain the patency of a body lumen such as an artery 
when implanted therein. 

The stent of the invention generally includes a plurality of 
radially expandable cylindrical elements which are rela- 60 
tivcly independent in their ability to expand and to flex 
relative to one another. The individual radially expandable 
cylindrical elements of the stent are dimensioned so as to be 
longitudinally shorter than their own diameters. Intercon- 
necting elements or struts extending between adjacent cylin- 65 
drical elements provide increased stability and a preferable 
position to prevent warping of the stent upon the expansion 
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thereof. The resulting stent structure is a series of radially 
expandable cylindrical elements which are spaced longitu- 
dinally close enough so that small dissections in the wall of 
a body lumen may be pressed back into position against the 
lumenal wall, but not so close as to compromise the longi- 
tudinal flexibilities of the stent. The individual cylindrical 
elements may rotate slightly relative to adjacent cylindrical 
elements without significant deformation, cumulatively giv- 
ing a stent which is flexible along its length and about its 
longitudinal axis but is still very stiff in the radial direction 
in order to resist collapse. 

The stent embodying features of the invention can be 
readily delivered to the desired lumenal location by mount- 
ing it on an expandable member of a delivery catheter, for 
example a balloon, and passing the catheter-stent assembly 
through the body lumen to the implantation site. A variety of 
means for securing the stent to the expandable member on 
the catheter for delivery to the desired location are available. 
It is presently preferred to compress the stent onto the 
balloon. Other means to secure the stent to the balloon 
include providing ridges or collars on the inflatable member 
to restrain lateral movement, or using bioresorbable tempo- 
rary adhesives. 

The presently preferred structure for the expandable 
cylindrical elements which form the stents of the present 
invention generally circumferential undulating pattern, e.g. 
serpentine. The transverse cross-section of the undulating 
component of the cylindrical element is relatively small and 
preferably has an apect ratio of about two to one to about 0.5 
to one. A one to one aspect ratio has been found particularly 
suitable. The open reticulated structure of the stent allows 
for the perfusion of blood over a large portion of the arterial 
wall which can improve the healing and repair of a damaged 
arterial lining. 

The radial expansion of the expandable cylinder deforms 
the undulating pattern thereof similar to changes in a wave- 
form which result from decreasing the waveform's ampli- 
tude and the frequency. Preferably, the undulating patterns 
of the individual cylindrical structures are in phase with each 
other in order to prevent the contraction of the stent along its 
length when it is expanded. The cylindrical structures of the 
stent are plastically deformed when expanded (except with 
NiTi alloys) so that the stent will remain in the expanded 
condition and, therefore, they must be sufficiently rigid 
when expanded to prevent the collapse thereof in use. 
During expansion of the stent, portions of the undulating 
pattern will tip outwardly resulting in projecting members 
on the outer surface of the expanded stent These projecting 
members tip radially outwardly from the outer surface of the 
stent and embed in the vessel wall and help secure the 
expanded stent so that it does not move once it is implanted. 

With superelastic NiTi alloys, the expansion occurs when 
the stress of compression is removed so as to allow the phase 
transformation from austenite back to martensite and as a 
result the expansion of the stent 

The elongated elements which interconnect adjacent 
cylindrical elements should have, a transverse cross-section 
similar to the transverse dimensions of the undulating com- 
ponents of the expandable cylindrical elements. The inter- 
connecting elements may be formed in a unitary structure 
with the expandable cylindrical elements from the same 
intermediate product, such as a tubular element, or they may 
be formed independently and connected by suitable means, 
such as by welding or by mechanically securing the ends of 
the interconnecting elements to the ends of the expandable 
cylindrical elements. Preferably, all of the interconnecting 
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elements of a stent, are joined at either the peaks or the 
valleys of the undulating structure of the cylindrical ele- 
ments which for the stent. In this manner there is no 
shortening of the stent upon expansion. 

The number and location of elements interconnecting 5 
adjacent cylindrical elements can be varied in order to 
develop- the desired longitudinal, flexibility in the stent 
structure both in the unexpanded as well as the expanded 
condition. These properties are important to minimize alter- 
ation of the natural physiology of the body lumen into which 10 
the stent is implanted and to maintain the compliance of the 
body lumen which is internally supported by the stent 
Generally, the greater the longitudinal flexibility of the stent, 
the easier and the more safely it can be delivered to the 
implantation site, 15 

In a presently preferred embodiment of the invention the 
stent is conveniently and easily formed by coating stainless 
steel tubing with a material resistant to chemical etching, 
removing portions of the coating to expose portions of 
underlying tubing which are to be removed to develop the 
desired stent structure. The exposed portions of the tubing 
are removed by chemically etching from the tubing exterior 
leaving the coated portion of the tubing material in the 
desired pattern of the stent structure. The etching process 
develops smooth openings in the tubing wall without burrs 
or other artifacts which are characteristic of mechanical or 
laser machining processes in the small sized products con- 
templated. Moreover, a computer controlled laser patterning 
process to remove the chemical resistive coating makes 
photolithography technology adaptable to the manufacture 30 
of these small products. The forming of a mask in the 
extremely small sizes needed to make the small stents of the 
invention would be a most difficult task. A plurality of stents 
can be formed from one length of tubing by repeating the 
stent pattern and providing small webs or tabs to intercon- 
nect the stents. After the etching process, the stents can be 
separated by severing the small webs or tabs which connect 
them. 

Other features and advantages of the present invention ^ 
will become more apparent from the following detailed 
description of the invention. When taken in conjunction with 
the accompanying exemplary drawings. 
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FIG. 1 is an elevational view, partially in section, of a 
stent embodying features of the invention which is mounted 
on a delivery catheter and disposed within a damaged artery. 

FIG. 2 is an elevational view, partially in section, similar 50 
to that shown in FIG. 1 wherein the stent is expanded within 
a damaged artery, pressing the damaged lining against the 
arterial wall. 

FIG. 3 is an elevational view, partially in section showing 
the expanded stent within the artery after withdrawal of the 
delivery catheter. 

FIG. 4 is a perspective view of a stent embodying features 
of the invention in an unexpanded state, with one end of the 
stent being shown in an exploded view illustrate the details ^ 
thereof. 

FIG. .5 is a plan view of a flattened section of a stent of 
the invention which illustrates the undulating pattern of the 
stent shown in FIG. 4. 

FIG. 6 is a schematic representation of equipment for 65 
selectively removing coating applied to tubing in the manu- 
facturing of the stents of the present inventioa 



FIGS. 7 through 10 are perspective views schematically 
illustrating various configurations of interconnective ele- 
ment placement between the radially expandable cylindrical 
elements of the stent. 

FIG. 11 is a plan view of a flattened section of a stent 
illustrating an alternate undulating pattern in the expandable 
cylindrical elements of the stent which are out of phase. 

FIG. 12 is an enlarged partial view of the stent of FIG. 5 
with the various members slightly expanded. 

FIG. 13 is a perspective view of the stent of FIG. 4 after 
it is fully expanded depicting some members projecting 
radially outwardly. 

FIG. 14 is an enlarged, partial perspective view of one 
U-shaped member with its tip projecting outwardly after 
expansion. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

FIG. 1 illustrates a stent 10 incorporating features of the 
invention which is mounted onto a delivery catheter 11. The 
stent generally comprises a plurality of radially expandable 
cylindrical elements 12 disposed generally coaxially and 
interconnected by elements 13 disposed between adjacent 
cylindrical elements. The delivery catheter 11 has an 
expandable portion or balloon 14 for expanding of the stent 
10 within an artery 15. The artery 15, as shown in FIG. 1, 
has a dissected lining 16 which has occluded a portion of the 
arterial passageway. 

The delivery catheter 11 onto which the stent 10 is 
mounted, is essentially the same as a conventional balloon 
dilatation catheter for angioplasty procedures. The balloon 
. 14 may be formed of suitable materials such as polyethyl- 
ene, polyethylene terephthalate, polyvinyl chloride, nylon 
and ionomcrs such as Surlyn® manufactured by the Polymer 
Products Division of the Du Pont Company. Other polymers 
may also be used. In order for the stent 10 to remain in place 
on the balloon 14 during delivery to the site of the damage 
within the artery 15, the stent 10 is compressed onto the 
balloon. A retractable protective delivery sleeve 20 as 
described in co-pending applications Ser. No. 07/647,464 
filed on Apr. 25, 1990 and entitled STENT DELIVERY 
SYSTEM may be provided to further ensure that the stent 
stays in place on the expandable portion of the delivery 
catheter 11 and prevent abrasion of the body, lumen by the 
open surface of the stent 20 during delivery to the desired 
arterial location. Other means for securing the stent 10 onto 
the balloon 14 may also be used, such as providing collars 
or ridges on the ends of the working portion, i.e. the 
cylindrical portion, of the balloon. 

Each radially expandable cylindrical element 12 of the 
stent 10 may be independently expanded. Therefore, the 
balloon 14 may be provided with an inflated shape other than 
cylindrical, e.g. tapered, to facilitate implantation of the 
stent 10 in a variety of body lumen shapes. 

In a preferred embodiment, the delivery of the stent 10 is 
accomplished in the following manner. The stent 10 is first 
mounted onto the inflatable balloon. 14 on the distal extrem- 
ity of the delivery catheter 11. The balloon 14 is slightly 
inflated to secure the stent 10 onto the exterior of the 
balloon. The catheter-stent assembly is introduced within the 
patient* s vasculature in a conventional Seldinger technique 
through a guiding catheter (not shown). A guidewire 18 is 
disposed across the damaged arterial section with the 
detached or dissected lining 16 and then the catheter-stcnt 
assembly is advanced over a guidewire 18 within the artery . 
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15 until the stent 10 is directly under the detached lining 16. 
The balloon 14 of the catheter is expanded, expanding the 
stent 10 against the artery 15, which is illustrated in FIG. 2. 
While not shown in the drawing, the artery 15 is preferably 
expanded slightly by the expansion of the stent 10 to seat or 5 
otherwise fix the stent 10 to prevent movement. In some 
circumstances during the treatment of stenotic portions of an 
artery, the artery may have to be expanded considerably in 
order to facilitate passage of blood or other fluid there- 
through. 10 

The stent 10 serves to hold open the artery 15 after the 
catheter 11 is withdrawn, as illustrated by FIG. 3. Due to the 
formation of the stent 10 from elongated tubular member, 
the undulating component of the cylindrical elements of the 
stent 10 is relatively flat in transverse cross-section, so that 
when the stent is expanded, the cylindrical elements are 
pressed into the wall of the artery 15 and as a result do not 
interfere with the blood flow through the artery 15. The 
cylindrical elements 12 of stent 10 which are pressed into the 
wall of the artery 15 will eventually be covered with 
endothelial cell growth which further minimizes blood flow 20 
interference. The undulating portion of the cylindrical sec- 
tions 12 provide good tacking characteristics to prevent stent 
movement within the artery. Furthermore, the closely spaced 
cylindrical elements 12 at regular intervals provide uniform 
support for the wall of the artery 15, and consequently are 25 
well adapted to tack up and hold in place small flaps or 
dissections in the wall of the artery 15 as illustrated in FIGS. 
2 and 3. 

FIG. 4 is an enlarged perspective view of the stent 10 3Q 
shown in FIG. 1 with one end of the stent shown in an 
exploded view to illustrate in greater detail the placement of 
interconnecting elements 13 between adjacent radially 
expandable cylindrical elements 12. Each pair of the inter- 
connecting elements 13 on one side of a cylindrical element 3g 
12 are preferably placed to achieve maximum flexibility for 
a stent. In the embodiment shown in FIG. 4 the stent 10 has 
three interconnecting elements 13 between adjacent radially 
expandable cylindrical elements 12 which are 120 degrees 
apart. Each pair of interconnecting elements 13 on one side ^ 
of a cylindrical clement 12 arc offset radially 60 degrees 
from the pair on the other side of the cylindrical element. 
The alternation of the interconnecting elements results in a 
stent which is longitudinally flexible in essentially all direc- 
tions. Various configurations for the placement of intercon- 45 
necting elements are possible, and several examples are 
illustrated schematically in FIGS. 7-10. However, as previ- 
ously mentioned, all of the interconnecting elements of an 
individual stent should be secured to either the peaks or 
valleys of the undulating structural elements in order to 5Q 
prevent shortening of the stent during the expansion thereof. 

FIG. 10 illustrates a stent of the present invention wherein 
three interconnecting elements 12 are disposed between 
radially expandable cylindrical elements 11. The intercon- 
necting elements 12 are distributed radially around the 55 
circumference of the stent at a 120-degree spacing. Dispos- 
ing four or more interconnecting elements 13 between 
adjacent cylindrical elements 12 will generally give rise to 
the same considerations discussed above for two and three 
interconnecting elements. 60 

The properties of the stent 10 may also be varied by 
alteration of the undulating pattern of the cylindrical ele- 
ments 13. FIG. 11 illustrates an alternative stent structure in 
which the cylindrical elements are in serpentine patterns but 
out of phase with adjacent cylindrical elements. The par- 65 
ticular pattern and how many undulations per unit of length 
around the circumference of the cylindrical element 13, or 
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the amplitude of the undulations, arc chosen to fill particular 
mechanical requirements for the stent such as radial stiff- 
ness. 

The number of undulations may also be varied to accom- 
modate placement of interconnecting elements 13, e.g. at the 
peaks of the undulations or along the sides of the undulations 
as shown in FIGS. 5 and 11. 

In keeping with the invention, and with reference to FIGS. 
4 and 12-14, cylindrical elements 12 are in the form of a 
serpentine pattern 30. As previously mentioned, each cylin- 
drical element 12 is connected by interconnecting elements 
13. Serpentine pattern 30 is made up of a plurality of 
U-shaped members 31, W-shaped members 32, and 
Y-shaped members 33, each having a different radius so that 
expansion forces are more evenly distributed over the vari- 
ous members. 

As depicted in FIGS. 13 and 14, after cylindrical elements 

12 have been radially expanded, outwardly projecting edges 
34 are formed. That is, during radial expansion U-shaped 
members 31 will tip outwardly thereby forming outwardly 
projecting edges. These outwardly projecting edges provide 
for a roughened outer wall surface of stent 10 and assist in 
implanting the stent in the vascular wall by embedding into 
the vascular wall. In other words, outwardly projecting 
edges embed into the vascular wall, for example artery 15, 
as depicted in FIG. 3. Depending upon the dimensions of 
stent 10 and the thickness of the various members making up 
the serpentine pattern 30, any of the U-shaped members 31, 
W-shaped members 32, and Y-shaped members 33 can tip 
radially outwardly to form a projecting edge 34. It is most 
likely and preferred that U-shaped members 31 tip out- 
wardly since they do not join with any connecting member 

13 to prevent them from expanding outwardly. 

The stent 10 of the present invention can be made in many 
ways. However, the preferred method of making the stent is 
to coat a thin-walled tubular member, such as stainless steel 
tubing, with a material which is resistive to chemical 
etchants, remove portions of the coating to expose under- 
lying tubing which is to be removed but to leave coated 
portions of the tubing in the desired pattern for the stent so 
that subsequent etching will remove the exposed portions of 
the metallic tubing, but will leave relatively untouched the 
portions of the metallic tubing which are to form the stent. 
The coated portion of the metallic tube is in the desired 
shape for the stent. An etching process avoids the necessity 
of removing burrs or slag inherent in conventional or laser 
machining process. It is preferred to remove the etchant- 
resistive material by means of a machine-controlled laser as 
illustrated schematically in FIG. 6. 

A coating is applied to a length of tubing which, when 
cured, is resistive to chemical etchants. "Blue Photoresist" 
made by the Shipley Company in San Jose, Calif., is an 
example of suitable commercially available photolitho- 
graphic coatings. The coating is preferably applied by elec- 
trophoretic deposition. 

To ensure that the surface finish is reasonably uniform, 
one of the electrodes used for the electrochemical polishing 
is a doughnut-shaped electrode which is placed about the 
central portion of the tubular member. 

The tubing may be made of suitable biocompatible mate- 
rial such as stainless steel, titanium, tantalum, superelastic 
NiTi alloys and even high strength thermoplastic polymers. 
The stent diameter is very small, so the tubing from which 
it is made must necessarily also have a small diameter. 
Topically the stent has an outer diameter on the order of 
about 0.06 inch in the unexpanded condition, the same outer 
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diameter of the tubing, from which it is made, and can be 
expanded to an outer diameter of 0. 1 inch or more. The wall 
thickness of the tubing is about 0.003 inch. In the instance '"' 
when the stent was plastic, it would have to be heated within 
the arterial site where the stent is expanded to facilitate the 5 
expansion of the stent.. Once expanded, it would then be 
cooled to retain its expanded state. The stent may be 
conveniently heated by heating the fluid within the balloon 
or the balloon directly by a suitable system such as disclosed 
in a co-pending application Ser. No. 07/521 ,337, filed Jan. 
26, 1990 entided DILATATION CATHETER ASSEMBLY u 
WITH HEATED BALLOON which is incorporated herein 
in its entirety by reference. The stent may also be made of 
materials such as superelastic NiTi alloys such as described 
in co-pending application Ser. No. 07/629,381, filed Dec. 18, 
1990, entitled SUPERELASTIC GUIDING MEMBER 15 
which is incorporated herein in its entirety by reference. In 
this case the stent would be formed full size but deformed 
(e.g. compressed) into a smaller diameter onto the balloon of 
the delivery catheter to facilitate transfer to a desired intralu- . 
minal site. The stress induced by the deformation transforms 20 
the stent from a martensite phase to an austenite phase and 
upon release of the force, when the stent reaches the desired 
intraluminal location, allows the stent to expand due to the 
transformation back to the martensite phase. 

Referring to FIG. 6, the coated tubing 21 is put in a 25 
rotatable collet fixture 22 of a machine controlled apparatus 
23 for positioning the tubing 21 relative to a laser 24. 
According to machine-encoded instructions, the tubing 21 is 
rotated and moved longitudinally relative to the laser 24 
which is also, machine controlled." The laser selectively 
removes the etchant-resi stive coating on the tubing by 
ablation and a pattern is formed such that the surface of the 
tube that is to be removed by a subsequent chemical etching 
process is exposed. The surface of the tube is therefore left 
coated in the discrete pattern of the finished stent 

A presently preferred system for removing the coating on 
the tubing includes the use of an 80- watt C0 2 laser, such as 
a Coherent Model 44, in pulse mode (0.3 raS pulse length); 
48 mA key current and 48 W key power with 0. 75 W average ^ 
power, at 100 Hz; Anorad FR=20; 12.5 Ton; with no assist 
gas. Low pressure air is directed through the fine focus head 
to ensure that no vapor contacts the lens. The assist gas jet 
assembly on the laser unit may be removed to allow a closer 
proximity of the fine focus head and the collet fixture. 45 
Optimum focus is set at the surface of the tubing. Cured 
photo-resist coating readily absorbs die energy of the C0 2 
wavelength, so that it can be readily removed by the laser. 
A coated 4-inch length of 0.06 inch stainless steel tubing is 
preferred and four stents can be patterned on the length of 50 
tubing; Three tabs or webs between stents provide good 
handling characteristics for the tubing after the etching 
process. 

The process of patterning the resistive coating on the stent 
is automated except for loading and unloading the length of 55 
tubing. Referring again to FIG. 6 it may be done, for 
example, using a CNC-opposing collet fixture 22 for axial 
rotation of the length of tubing, in conjunction with a CNC 
X/Y table 25 to move the length of tubing axially relative to 
a machine-controlled laser as described. The entire space go 
between collets can be patterned using the C0 2 laser set-up 
of the foregoing example. The program for control of the 
apparatus is dependent on the particular configuration used 
and the pattern to be ablated in the coating, but is otherwise 
conventional. . - ' 65 

This process makes possible the application of present 
photolithography technology in manufacturing the stents. 
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While there is presently no practical way to mask and expose 
a tubular photo-resist coated part of the small size required 
for making intravascular stents, the foregoing steps elimi- 
nate the need for conventional masking techniques. . 

After the coating is thus selectively ablated, the tubing is 
removed from the collet fixture 22. Next, wax such at 
ThennoCote N-4 is heated to preferably just above its 
melting point, and inserted into the tubing under vacuum or 
pressure. After the wax has solidified upon cooling, it is 
reheated below its melting point to allow softening, and a 
smaller diameter stainless steel shaft is inserted into the 
softened wax to provide support. The tubing is then etched 
chemically in a conventional manner. After, cutting the tabs 
connecting the stents any surface roughness or debris from 
the tabs is removed. The stents are preferably electrochemi- 
cally polished in an acidic aqueous solution such as a 
solution of ELECTRO-GLO #300, sold by the ELECTRO- 
GLO CO., Inc. in Chicago, 111., which is a mixture of sulfuric 
acid, carboxylic acids, phosphates, corrosion inhibitors and 
a biodegradable surface active agent The bath temperature 
is maintained at about 1 10-135 degrees F and the current 
density is about 0.4 to about 1.5 amps per in. 2 Cathode to 
anode area should be at least about two to one. The stents 
may be further treated if desired, for example by applying a 
biocompatible coating. 

While the invention has been illustrated, and described 
herein in terms of its use as an intravascular stent, it will be 
apparent to those skilled in the art that the stent can be used 
in other instances such as to expand prostatic urethras in 
cases of prostate hyperplasia. Other modifications and 
improvements may be made without departing from the 
scope of the invention. 

Other modifications and improvements can be made to the 
invention without departing from the scope thereof. 

What is claimed is: 

1. A longitudinally flexible stent for implanting in a body 
lumen, comprising: 

a plurality of cylindrical elements which are indepen- 
dently expandable in the radial direction and which are 
interconnected so as to be generally aligned on a 
common longitudinal axis; 

a plurality of connecting elements for interconnecting said 
cylindrical elements, said connecting elements, config-. 
ured to interconnect only said cylindrical elements that 
are adjacent to each other; and 

an outer wall surface on said cylindrical elements, said 
outer wall surface being smooth prior to expansion of 
said stent and forming a plurality of outwardly project- 
ing edges which form as said stent is expanded radially 
outwardly from a first diameter to a second, enlarged 
diameter. 

2. Hie stent of claim 1, wherein said outer wall surface is 
substantially smooth when said stent in said first diameter 
configuration and said outwardly projecting edges form only 
as said stent is expanded radially outwardly from said first 
diameter to said second, enlarged diameter. 

3. The stent of claim 1, wherein said plurality of out- 
wardly projecting edges extend radially outwardly from said 
outer wall surface and embed in the vascular wall of the 
body lumen in order to more firmly attach said stent to the 
vascular wall. 

4. The stent of claim 1, wherein said, plurality of cylin- 
drical elements include a plurality of peaks and valleys 
having a serpentine pattern. 

5. The stent of claim 4, wherein said plurality of peaks and 
valleys include a plurality of U-shaped members, a plurality 
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of Y-shaped members, and a plurality of W-shaped mem- 
bers, whereby a portion of said Y-shaped members forms 
said plurality of said connecting elements. 

6. The stent of claim 5, wherein at least some of said 
plurality of said U-shaped members tip radially outwardly to 
form said outwardly projecting edges upon radial expansion 
of said stent. 

7. The stent of claim 5, wherein at least some of said 
plurality of U-shaped, W-shaped, and Y-shaped members tip 
radially outwardly to form said outwardly projecting edges 
upon radial expansion of said stent. 

8. The stent of claim 1, wherein said cylindrical elements 
are capable of retaining their expanded condition upon the 
expansion thereof. 

9. The stent of claim 1, wherein said stent is formed of a 
biocompatible material selected from the group of materials 
consisting of stainless steel, tantalum, NiH alloys, and 
thermoplastic polymers. 

10. The stent of claim 1, wherein said stent is formed from 
a single piece of tubing. 

11. The stent of claim 1, wherein said stent is coated with 
a biocompatible coating. 

12. A longitudinally flexible stent, comprising: 

a plurality of cylindrical elements which are indepen- 
dently expandable in the radial direction and which are 
interconnected so as to be concentrically aligned on a 
common longitudinal axis; and 

a plurality of generally parallel connecting elements for 
interconnecting said cylindrical elements, said connect- 
ing elements configured to interconnect only said cylin- 
drical elements that are adjacent .to each other, so that 
said stent, when expanded radially outwardly, retains 
its overall length without appreciable shortening. 

13. The stent of claim 12, wherein said cylindrical ele- 
ments are capable of retaining their expanded condition 
upon the expansion thereof. 

14. The stent of claim 12, wherein said radially expand- 
able cylindrical elements in an expanded condition have a 
length less than the diameter thereof. 

15. The stent of claim 14, wherein said stent is formed of 
a biocompatible material selected from the group consisting 
of stainless steel, tantalum, super-elastic NiTi alloys, and 
thermoplastic polymers. 
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16. The stent of claim 12, wherein said connecting ele- 
ments between adjacent cylindrical elements are in axial 
alignment. 

17. The stent of claim 12, wherein said connecting ele- 
ments between adjacent cylindrical elements are circumfer- 
entially displaced with respect to said longitudinal axis. 

18. The stent of claim 17, wherein the circumferential 
displacement of said connecting elements between adjacent 

10 cylindrical elements is uniform. 

19. The stent of claim 12, wherein there are up to four of 
said connecting elements disposed between adjacent radially 
expandable cylindrical elements. 

15 20. The stent of claim 12, wherein said radially expand- 
able cylindrical elements and said connecting elements are 
made of the same material. 

21. The stent of claim 12, wherein said stent is formed 
from a single piece of tubing. 

22. The stent of claim 12, wherein the stent is coated with 
a biocompatible coating. 

23. A longitudinally flexible stent for implanting in a body 
lumen, comprising: 

25 a plurality of cylindrical elements which are indepen- 
dently expandable in the radial direction and which are 
interconnected so as to be generally aligned on a 
common longitudinal axis; 
30 a plurality of connecting elements for interconnecting said 
cylindrical elements, said connecting elements config- 
ured to interconnect only said cylindrical elements that 
are adjacent to each other; 
an outer wall surface on said cylindrical elements, said 
outer wall surface having a plurality of outwardly 
projecting edges which form as said stent is expanded 
radially outwardly from a first diameter to a second, 
enlarged diameter, whereby said stent does not sub- 
40 stantially shorten upon expansion from said first diam- 
eter to said second, larger diameter. 
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EX PARTE 
REEXAMINATION CERTIFICATE 
ISSUED UNDER 35 U.S.C. 307 

THE PATENT IS HEREBY AMENDED AS 
INDICATED BELOW. 

Matter enclosed in heavy brackets [ ] appeared in the 
patent, but has been deleted and is no longer a part of the 
patent; matter printed in italics indicates additions made 
to the patent 

AS A RESULT OF REEXAMINATION, IT HAS BEEN 
DETERMINED THAT: 

The patentability of claim 23 is confirmed. 

Claims 1 and 12 are determined to be patentable as 
amended. 

Claims 2-11 and 13-22, dependent on an amended claim, 
are determined to be patentable. 

1. A longitudinally flexible stent for implanting in a body 
lumen, comprising: 

plurality of cylindrical elements which are independently 
expandable in the radial direction and which are inter- 
connected so as to be generally aligned on a common 
longitudinal axis; 

wherein each of the cylindrical elements is not a stent; 

a plurality of connecting elements for interconnecting said 
cylindrical elements, said connecting elements config- 



ured to interconnect only said cylindrical elements that 
are adjacent to each other; [and] 
an outer wall surface on said cylindrical elements, said 
outer wall surface being smooth prior to expansion of 
said stent and forming a plurality of outwardly project- 
ing edges which form as said stent is expanded radially 
outwardly from a first diameter to a second, enlarged 
diameter; and 

10 wherein no portion of the stent overlaps with any other 
portion of the stent so that there is no double thickness 
portion. 

12. A longitudinally flexible stent, comprising: 
a plurality of cylindrical elements which are indepen- 
dently expandable in the radial direction and which are 
interconnected so as to be concentrically aligned on a 
common longitudinal axis; [and] 
wherein each of the cylindrical elements is not a stent; 
a plurality of generally parallel connecting elements for 
interconnecting said cylindrical elements, said connect- 
ing elements configured to interconnect only said cylin- 
drical elements that are adjacent to each other, so that 
25 said stent, when expanded radially outwardly, retains 
its overall length without appreciable shortening; and 
wherein no portion of the stent overlaps with any other 
portion of the stent so that there is no double thickness 

portion. 
30 ^ 
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XIENCE PRIME Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System Regulatory Summary 
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uml Personnel 




rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Conditional Approval Letter 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 




rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S001: 45-Day Response to FDA Letter 


Document Mail Center 


c/innnno 

b/ou/zuuy 


ADT 

Mb 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S001 


DMC Personnel 


t/o nnno 


crtA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S001 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 




rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S002: Shelf Lite extension 


Document Mail Center 


o/14/zUUy 


ART 

Ad l 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of 5002 


umu Personnel 


of i ( /zuuy 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S003: 45-Day Response to S001 


Document Mail Center 


9/11/2009 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S003 


dmu Personnel 


oh c/onno 


rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter. Deficiencies to 5002 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


o/i c/onno 

y/io/zuuy 


rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S004: Resubmission of Shelf Life Extension 


Document Mail Center 


i u/y/zuuy 


APT 

Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to 5003 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


i u/ 1 o/^uuy 


rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S004 


DMC Personnel 


10/13/2009 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter. Deficiencies to 5004 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


o/onno 


rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S005: Request for Extension, Request for 
Clarification, and 6 month Investigator List 


Document Mail Center 


i <i hq /onno 


ADT 
Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S0Q5 


umu personnel 


i ino/*:uuy 


rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S006: Manufacturing Changes 


Document Mail Center 




ART 

Ad I 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S006 


DMC Personnel 


1/4/2010 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


S007: Response to S001, 5003, and 
Informed Consent Violation 


Document Mail Center 


a m o/oni n 


APT 
Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S007 


DMC Personnel 


a i4 n/oni n 

i/iy/zui U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S008: Current Investigator List 


Document Mail Center 


o/^ /oni n 
Z/i/ZUl U 


ADT 
Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of SOOo 


umu Personnel 


o/o/orn n 
£.14.1 c\J\ U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to SOOo 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 




cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S009: Re-Label XIENCE PRIME OUS 
product proposal 


Document Mail Center 




A DT 

Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S009 


DMC Personnel 




cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S010: Response to S006 


Document Mail Center 


oho /oftH n 


ADT 

Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S010 


DMC Personnel 


OH Q/OH1 n 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S007 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 




cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S009 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


^/iy/zuiu 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S01 1 : SAE- Death Report 


Document Mail Center 


licinn-i n 
O/O/zUI U 


ADT 

Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S01 1 


DMC Personnel 


Q/o/oni n 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S010 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


on o/zUI U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S012: Response to S003, S006, and S007 


Document Mail Center 


3/30/2010 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


f— |—\ A T~% * ^ 4 _x 

FDA Receipt of S012 


DMC Personnel 


4/l/^U1 U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S012 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


a /oo/om n 
4/zy/zU1 U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S013: SAE- Death Report 


Document Mail Center 


cm n/onH n 


ADT 
Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S013 


DMC Personnel 


C/-1 h /oni n 

o/n/^ui U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S014: Annual Report 


Document Mail Center 


c/oc/onn n 


ADT 

Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S014 


DMC Personnel 


O/ZflZVi U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


S015: Responses to S010 and additional 
questions on SPIRIT PRIME Clinical Trial 


Document Mail Center 


e/o/onn n 


ADT 
Ab 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S01 5 


DMC Personnel 


e />i /on-i n 
b/4/zU1U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter; Deficiencies to S014 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


an a /on 4 n 
b/^4/^U1 U 


cnA 
rUA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S015 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


*7/o/onn n 
7/2/2010 


cnA 
rUA 


Module- M100015 


PMA Modular Shell 


Document Mail Center 


//9/2D10 


ADT 

Ab 1 


Module- M1 0001 5 


FDA Receipt of Modular Shell 


DMC Personnel 


7/12/2010 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


S016: SAE- Death Report 


Document Mail Center 


■7 /on /on 4 n 

7/29/^01 0 


A DT 
Ab 1 


lUc- oUsUUoo 


rUA Keceipi OT oUTO 






FHA 


Module- M1 0001 5 


A001: Amended PMA Modular Shell 


Document Mail Center 


8/4/2010 


ABT 


Module- M1 0001 5 


FDA Receipt of A001 


DMC Personnel 


8/5/2010 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


S017: Response to S014 and S01 5 


Document Mail Center 


8/6/2010 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S017 


DMC Personnel 


8/9/2010 


FDA 


Module- M100015 


FDA Module Letter- Approval of Modular Shell 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


9/1/2010 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


FDA IDE Letter: Deficiencies to S017 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


9/7/2010 


FDA 
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Type 


lyesviipuon 












ERA pAntflrt 

■ run wuiiuiwi 


a tori 


isriyiiiciiur 


lUb- oUsUUbo 


OHIO- Dnrnnnra fn Qfl17 

oui o. Kesponse 10 ou i / 


uocumeni iviait i^enier 


I \Ji£.\jl£\J I V 


r Un 


ir»rr monneo 


rUA Keceipt ot ouio 


umu personnel 


in/9i/9ni n 


run 


Module- Miouoio 


MUU1 . rMA MOQUie 1 oUDmiSSIOn- 

Biocompatibility and In Animal Studies 


Document Mail Center 


1 U/ZO/ZU 1 u 


r UM 


Module- M10001 5 


fua Keceipt ot muui 


umu rersonnei 


1 1/1//U I u 


FnA 


IDE- GQyQQoo 


fua lUb Letter. Approval tor ouio 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


1 n/9Q/9m n 
nu/^y/^ui u 


FnA 


IDE- G090068 


S019: Safety Reporting Proposal 


Document Mail Center 


11/8/2010 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt OT b019 


umu Personnel 


n/iu/^u 1 U 


FnA 
rUM 


IDE- G090068 


S010: Informed Consent Violation 


uocument Man uenter 


I I / I £/ZUl u 


ART 
MD 1 


IDE- G090068 


PDA Keceipt 0T oU^U 


uivit rersonnei 


a a 14. c/orn n 
1 1/10/2U1U 


FnA 

r UM 


IDE- G0900oo 


S021: Current Investigator List 


Document Mail Center 


a a inn/or\i n 


ART 
MD 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt Of 5021 


umu personnel 


1 1/20/2U1 U 


rUM 


IDb- GOSOUbo 


fua lUb Letter. Approval tor ouiy 


Dram z.ucKerman, n/iu 


\£.l \ \JIC\J I u 


FnA 
r um 


IDE- G090068 


rUAiut Letter. rcequesiior MuQiuonai 
intormation on ouzu 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


10/1 c/oni n 


FnA 
r um 


IDE- G0900OO 


buzz. oAb- ueatn Keport 


uocument ivian oenter 


I ^/ f I u 


FnA 

r UM 


IDb- GUyUUbo 


FUA Keceipt OT oUzz 


un/iL) rersonnei 


i z/o/^u i u 


FnA 

r UM 


IDE- G090068 


S023. Response to oUzU 


Document Mail Center 


a ma torn i 


ART 
AD 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Keceipt OT oUzo 


umu rersonnei 


1/1 0/2U1 1 


FnA 
r UM 


IDE- G090068 


S024: Additional Response to S020 


Document Mail Center 


1/21/2011 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


S025: SPIRIT PRIME Protocol Amendment 


Document Mail Center 


1/21/2011 


ABT 


IDE- G090068 


b02o. oAb- ueatn Keport 


Document Mail Center 


1/91 /oni 1 


ART 
MD 1 


IDE- G090068 


rr\A o ~ ;_t _r OHO/I 

FDA Keceipt OT oUz4 


DMC Personnel 




FnA 

run 


IDb- G090Ubo 


fua Keceipt OT oUzO 


uiviu rersonnei 


1 /94/9fl1 1 
I /Z*f /tU I I 


FnA 
r um 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt of S026 


DMC Personnel 


1/24/2011 


FDA 


Module- M1UUU10 


fua Moouie Letter- uenciencies to Muui 


oram z.uci\erman, iviu 


1/97/901 1 
l/t f /ZU f I 


FnA 

r um 


IDE- G09Q0OO 


fua lUb Letter. Kesponse to ou^o ana 
Request for outstanding Information on S020 


oram z.ucKerman, iviu 


9/1 7/901 1 


FnA 
r um 


Module- MIUUUlO 


muui/auui . Kesponse to iviouuie Muui 


uocument ivian uemer 


9/9^/901 1 


ART 

MD 1 


Module- M100015 


FDA Receipt of M001/A001 


DMC Personnel 


2/24/2011 


FDA 


Module- M100015 


MUU2. ouDmission ot muuz- uuanty oystem 
Information (OC) 


Document Mail Center 


2/25/2011 


ABT 


Module- M1 0001 5 


muuo. ouDmission ot iviuuo- omo, in vitro 
Bench, Packaging, Sterilization (ODE) 


Document Mail Center 


2/25/2011 


ABT 


Module- M100015 


fua Keceipt OT MUU2 


uml Personnel 


1/1 /oni 1 
o/l/zUi \ 


rUA 


Module- M100015 


fua Keceipt ot muuo 


umu rersonnei 


otA /oni 1 

0/1 /zU 1 1 


FnA 
rUM 


Module- M10001 o 


FDA Module Letter: Deficiencies to 

MUUI/AUUI 


Bram Zuckennan, MD 


a/1 1 /9ni 1 

*t/1 l/ZU 1 1 


FnA 
rUM 


Module- M1 00015 


MUU4. ouDmission ot MUU4, rinai ivioauie- 
Clinical 


Document Mail Center 


AH Q/901 1 

4/1 y/zui t 


ART 

Ad 1 


PMA- r110019 


FDA Receipt of M004 and assignment of PMA 
number 


UMo rersonnei 


A/9n/9ni 1 

4/ZU/ZU I t 


FnA 
r um 


PMA- P1 10019 


auui. Kesponse to muui/auui 


Document Mail Center 


0/0/ZU1 1 


ART 
AD 1 


rMA- rl lUUiy 


FUA Keceipt OT rMA AUUI 


uiviu rersonnei 


«;/^/9ni 1 


FnA 

r um 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


FDA PMA Letter: OC Deficiencies 


William C. MacFarland 


5/17/2011 


FDA 


IDE- G090068 


Prt07- Anmml DAnnvi 

5027, Annual Keport 


Document Mail Center 


0/ZD/^U 1 1 


ART 
MD 1 


IDE- G090068 


FDA Receipt Of S027 


UMu Personnel 


c/97/oni 1 
o/z / /zUl 1 


FUA 


PMA- P110019 


A002: Response to OC Deficiencies 


Document Mail Center 


c/i c/om 1 
0/1 0/zUl 1 


ART 

Ad 1 


PMA- P110019 


FDA Receipt of PMA A002 


DMC Personnel 


6/17/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 10019 


FDA PMA Letter. Suitable for Filing 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


O/z / /zUl 1 


FUA 


DMA- pi inniQ 


PI~IA PMA 1 ottor' OnF r^oflr-ion^ioc 
~Ur\ r IVI/A LCllCl. \JUC UcMLrlCI IUICO 


Rram 7iif*Worman Ml""l 
Dlafli t.ULff\C( llldll, IVIU 


7/1fi/901 1 


FDA 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


FDA PMA Letter: Additional OC Deficiencies 
(A002) 


William C. MacFarland 


7/21/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


A003: Response to ODE Deficiencies 


Document Mail Center 


8/1/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


FDA Receipt of PMA A003 


DMC Personnel 


8/4/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


A004: Response to OC Deficiencies (A002) 


Document Mail Center 


8/12/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


FDA Receipt of PMA A004 


DMC Personnel 


8/16/2011 


FDA 
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Description 












FDA Contact 


Dated 


Originator 


PMA- P110019 


A004: Response to OC Deficiencies (A002) 


Document Mail Center 


A 1 J A IA *S A A 

9/1 6/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 10019 


FDA Receipt of PMA A005 


DMC Personnel 


9/21/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


E-mail: Additional Clinical and CMC 
deficiencies from PMA A003 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/4/2011 


FDA 


PMA- P1 10019 


E-mail: Response to Clinical deficiencies e- 
mail on 10/4/2011 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/7/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P110019 


E-mail: Response to CMC deficiencies e-mail 
on 10/4/2011 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/11/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


A006: Removal of Contractor Sterilizer 


Document Mail Center 


10/14/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P110019 


FDA Receipt of PMA A006 


DMC Personnel 


1 0/1 8/201 1 


FDA 


rMA- KnUUTy 


E-mail: Additional Clinical and CMC 
Deficiencies from e-mailed responses (Q1- 


rMA ouKn Keviewer 




ERA 


PMA- P110019 


E-mail: Response to Q1 , Q2, Q5 from email 
on 10/18/11 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/19/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 10019 


E-mail: Response to Q3, Q4 from email on 
10/18/11 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/20/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


E-mail: Interactive Labeling Review 


PMA CDRH Reviewer 


10/26/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 10019 


A007: Final Labeling Amendment 


Document Mail Center 


11/1/2011 


ABT 


PMA- P1 1001 9 


FDA PMA Approval Letter 


Bram Zuckerman, MD 


11/1/2011 


FDA 
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Attorney Docket No. 003 1 68. 1 350 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re: : U.S. Patent No. 5,514,154 (U.S.S.N. 08/281,790) 

Issued: : May 7, 1996 Regulatory XIENCE PRIME™ and XIENCE 

Approval Product: PRIME™ LL Everolimus Eluting 

Coronary Stent System (EECSS) 

Inventors : Lilip Lau et al. 
For : Expandable Stents 



DISCLOSURE SUBMISSION PURSUANT TO 37 CFR § 1.765 



VIA EXPRESS MAIL 

Mail Stop: Hatch-Waxman PTE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 



A formal application for extension of the term (the "PTE Application") of U.S. Patent No. 
5,514,154 (the '154 Patent), believed to be in full compliance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.740, was filed by 
Applicant, Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., on December 28, 201 1 . A supplemental 
submission was filed on December 29, 201 1, to correct minor errors of the PTE Application. 
Absent the extension of the term sought, the ' 1 54 Patent is initially set to expire on May 7, 20 1 3 . 

Applicant formally submits herewith information and materials that may be relevant to 
the determination of entitlement to the extension sought pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 1 56 for the ' 1 54 
Patent. Although not necessarily material or adverse to any such determination, the following 
information and materials are provided for consideration pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.765. 
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Attorney Docket No. 003168.1350 



Appendix A: 



Summary of Certain Stent Products 
Previously Approved by the FDA 



Appendix B: 



List of U.S. Applications/Patents Related to 
the 6 154 Patent 



Appendix C: 



Litigations Involving the ' 1 54 Patent 



Applicant believes the c 1 54 Patent is eligible for an extension pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 
156 based upon FDA approval of the XIENCE PRIME™ and XIENCE PRIME™ LL 
Everolimus Eluting Coronary Stent System (EECSS). Applicant respectfully submits that the 
materials submitted herewith do not adversely impact the eligibility of the fi 1 54 Patent for such 
an extension. The USPTO and/or FDA are invited to contact the undersigned with any questions 
or requests for additional information regarding this matter. 

Applicant authorizes the Commissioner to charge any fees and/or credit any 
overpayments associated with this submission to Baker Botts L.L.P. Deposit Account No. 02- 
4377, Ref.No. 003168.1350. 

Date: I 5 , 2.o\2- Respectfully submitted, 




Daniel J. Hulseberg 

Patent Office Reg. No. 36,554 



Attorneys for Applicant 



Customer No. 62,614 



BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, NY 10112-4498 
(212) 408-2500 
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Appendix A: Summary of Certain Stent Products Previously Approved by the FDA 



Summar 


y of Certain Stent Products Previously Approved by the FDA 


Company 


Product 


Submission 
Reference 


Approval 
Date 


Guidant/ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK Coronary 
Stent System 


P970020 


10/2/1997 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS RX MULTI-LINK 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020 


10/2/1997 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS RX MULTI-LINK HP 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020 


10/2/1997 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS OTW MULTI-LINK HP 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020 


10/2/1997 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS RX MULTI-LINK HP 
Coronary Stent System 
(25 mm length) 


P970020/S001 


8/4/1998 


Guidant/ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK RX DUET 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S004 


11/5/1998 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK OTW 
DUET Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S004 


11/5/1998 


Guidant/ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK RX 
TRISTAR Coronary Stent 
System 


P970020/S017 


12/22/1999 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK OTW 
TRISTAR Coronary Stent 
System 


P970020/S017 


12/22/1999 


Guidant/ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK RX ULTRA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S021 


9/8/2000 


Guidant / ACS 


ACS MULTI-LINK OTW 
ULTRA Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S021 


9/8/2000 


Guidant/ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX TETRA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S023 


10/3/2000 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW TETRA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S023 


10/3/2000 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX PENTA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S027 


5/7/2001 


Guidant/ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW PENTA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S027 


5/7/2001 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX PIXEL 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S030 


6/1/2001 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW PIXEL 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S030 


6/1/2001 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX ZETA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S042 


9/13/2002 
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Summar 


y of Certain Stent Products Previously Approved by the FDA 


Company 


Product 


Submission 
Reference 


Approval 
Date 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW ZETA 
Coronary Stent System 


P970020/S042 


9/13/2002 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX VISION 
Coronary Stent System 


P020047 


7/16/2003 


Guidant /ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW VISION 
Coronary Stent System 


P020047 


7/16/2003 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX MINI 
VISION Coronary Stent System 


P020047/S003 


9/10/2004 


Guidant/ ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW MINI 
VISION Coronary Stent System 


P020047/S003 


9/10/2004 


Guidant /ACS 


MULTI-LINK RX VISION 
Coronary Stent System 
(2.75 mm diameter) 


P020047/S004 


9/10/2004 


Guidant / ACS 


MULTI-LINK OTW VISION 
Coronary Stent System 
(2.75 mm diameter) 


P020047/S004 


9/10/2004 


Abbott Vascular 


MULTI-LINK 8 Coronary Stent 
System 


P020047/S017 


6/22/2010 


Abbott Vascular 


MULTI-LINK 8 LL Coronary 
Stent System 


P020047/S017 


6/22/2010 


Abbott Vascular 


MULTI-LINK 8 SV Coronary 
Stent System 


P020047/S022 


8/31/2010 


Guidant / ACS 


Megalink 


K983075 
K991032 
K992319 
K000550 
K001222 


03/03/1999 
04/30/1999 
10/08/1999 
03/17/2000 
05/17/2000 


Guidant / ACS 


Herculink 


K990867 
K993588 
K001224 


09/02/1999 
11/17/1999 
05/17/2000 


Guidant 


Herculink Plus 


KOI 0684 


04/12/2001 


Guidant or Abbott 
Vascular 


Herculink Elite 


K053454 
K063481 
PI 10001 


03/06/2006 
09/14/2007 
07/20/2011 


Guidant or 
Guidant 
Endovascular 
Solutions 


Omnilink018 


K01 1039 
K033834 
K060817 


05/08/2001 
01/02/2004 
06/15/2006 


Guidant 


Omnilink 035 


K01 1506 
K032530 
K053459 


06/15/2001 
10/23/2003 
04/12/2006 


Abbott Vascular 


Omnilink Elite 


PI 10043 


Under review 
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U.S. Applications/Patents Related to the 4 154 Patent 


Application / 

R v a m in si ti nn 

No. 


Filing 


Status 


Publication 


Patent No. 


Issue Date 


08/164,986 


12/9/1993 


Abandoned 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


07/783,558 


10/8/1991 


Abandoned 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


08/214,402 


3/17/1994 


Issued 


N/A 


5421955 


9/6/1995 


08/556,516 


11/13/1995 


Issued 


N/A 


5603721 


2/18/1997 


08/783,033 


1/14/1997 


Issued 


N/A 


5728158 


3/17/1998 


08/783,097 


1/14/1997 


Issued 


N/A 


5735893 


4/7/1998 


08/823,434 


3/24/1997 


Issued 


N/A 


5766238 


6/16/1998 


09/135,222 


8/17/1998 


Issued 


N/A 


6056776 


5/2/2000 


09/084,797 


5/26/1998 


Issued 


N/A 


6066167 


5/23/2000 


09/055,582 


4/6/1998 


Issued 


N/A 


6066168 


5/23/2000 


09/561,098 


4/28/2000 


Issued 


N/A 


6309412 


10/30/2001 


09/716,847 


11/16/2000 


Issued 


N/A 


6432133 


8/13/2002 


09/891,834 


6/25/2011 


Issued 


20010037147 


6485511 


11/26/2002 


09/715,415 


11/16/2000 


Issued 


N/A 


6511504 


1/28/2003 


09/779,078 


2/8/2001 


Issued 


20030097168 


6596022 


6/22/2003 


09/323,783 


6/1/1999 


Issued 


N/A 


6620193 


9/16/2003 


09/323,642 


6/1/1999 


Issued 


N/A 


6626933 


9/30/2003 


09/323,637 


6/1/1999 


Issued 


N/A 


6629991 


10/7/2003 


10/427,796 


5/1/2003 


Issued 


20030195615 


6689159 


2/10/2004 


10/427,514 


5/1/2003 


Issued 


20030195612 


6908479 


6/21/2005 


11/112,143 


4/22/2005 


Issued 


20050192663 


7513907 


4/7/2009 


09/792,598 


2/23/2001 


Abandoned 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


09/715,972 


11/16/2000 


Abandoned 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


10/626,083 


7/24/2003 


Abandoned 


20040098080 


N/A 


N/A 



* U.S. applications/patents related to the '154 Patent refer to the U.S. applications or patents (including 
reexamination thereof) that directly or indirectly claim priority to the '154 Patent, as well as applications or patents, 
if any, to which the '154 Patent claims priority. 
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U.S. Applications/Patents Related to the '154 


Patent 


Application / 
Reexamination 
No. 


Filing 
Date 


Status 


Publication 
No. 


Patent No. 


Issue Date 


12/418,495 


4/3/2009 


Abandoned 


20090188889 


N/A 


N/A 


90/007,878 


1/17/2006 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


5514154 


6/15/2010 


90/008,865 


10/4/2007 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


5514154 


6/15/2010 


90/009,309 


10/24/2008 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


5514154 


6/15/2010 


90/008,622 


5/7/2007 


Reexam 
Terminated — 
Request Denied 


N/A 


5514154 


N/A 


90/007,890 


1/23/2006 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066168 


5/18/2010 


90/008,619 


5/7/2007 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066168 


5/18/2010 


90/008,709 


8/14/2007 


Preprocessing 
Terminated 


N/A 


6066168 


N/A 


90/009,158 


5/23/2008 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066168 


5/18/2010 


90/007,888 


1/23/2006 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6432133 


11/29/2011 


95/000,247 


3/30/2007 


Reexam Request 
Denied 


N/A 


6432133 


N/A 


90/007,889 


1/23/2006 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066167 


5/11/2010 


90/008,620 


5/7/2007 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066167 


5/11/2010 


90/008,710 


6/15/2007 


Preprocessing 
Terminated 


N/A 


6066167 


N/A 


90/009,159 


05/23/2008 


Reexamination 

Certificate 

Issued 


N/A 


6066167 


5/11/2010 
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Appendix C: Litigations Involving the '154 Patent 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. has asserted the 6 154 Patent in the following 
three district court litigations: 

1. Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. Medtronic Vascular, Inc., C.A. 98-80 (SLR) 
(D. Del.) ( Medtronic Litigation ) 

In the Medtronic Litigation, the jury found that stents sold by Medtronic infringed the 
asserted claims of the 6 154 Patent, and that the asserted claims of the 6 154 Patent were not 
invalid in view of the prior art. In May 2007, the District Court for the District of Delaware 
entered judgment in favor of ACS, finding that the '154 Patent, and related patents, were 
infringed and not invalid. Medtronic filed an appeal with the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. Prior to any decision by the Federal Circuit, the parties settled the litigation and 
Medtronic paid an agreed amount to ACS. The Federal Circuit dismissed the appeal, and the 
District Court subsequently dismissed the case. 

For the convenience of the USPTO, a copy of the claim construction order pertaining to 
the 6 154 Patent by the District Court for the District of Delaware, Medtronic Vascular, Inc. v. 
Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. 2005 WL 67083 (D. Del. Jan. 5, 2005), is enclosed as 
Exhibit C.l.(a). Additionally, a copy of the Jury Verdict of February 18, 2005 is enclosed as 
Exhibit C.l.(b). Further, a copy of the docket report for the Medtronic Litigation is enclosed as 
Exhibit C.l.(c). If any other document(s) from the docket report for the Medtronic Litigation are 
desired by the USPTO for consideration, Applicant respectfully offers to obtain and submit a 
copy of such document(s) to the USPTO upon request. 

2. Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. Scimed Life Sys., Inc., No. 98-1 108-CH/G (S.D. 
Ind.) ( Scimed/Boston Scientific Litigation) 

In the Scimed/Boston Scientific litigation, the District Court for the Southern District of 
Indiana granted a summary judgment of non-infringement with respect to certain claims of the 
4 154 Patent, among other asserted claims. The case was appealed to the Federal Circuit, which 
vacated the District Court's grant of summary judgment of non-infringement with respect to 
claims 1-4, 9, 12-15, 17, 18, 20 and 23 of the '154 Patent, and affirmed the District Court's grant 

NY02:742185.2 

-7- 



Attorney Docket No. 003168.1350 



of summary judgment of non-infringement of claims 10 and 21 of the 6 154 Patent. See 
Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. ScimedLife Sys., Inc., 261 F.3d 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2001). 
After the case was remanded to the District Court, the parties settled the dispute, and ACS 
granted the defendants a license to the '154 Patent, among other patents. 

For the convenience of the USPTO, a copy of the Federal Circuit opinion in Advanced 
Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. ScimedLife Sys., Inc. 261 F.3d 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2001) is enclosed as 
Exhibit C.2.(a). Additionally, a copy of the docket report for the Scimed/Boston Scientific 
Litigation is enclosed as Exhibit C.2.(b). If any other document(s) from the docket report for the 
Scimed/Boston Scientific Litigation are desired by the USPTO for consideration, Applicant 
respectfully offers to obtain and submit a copy of such document(s) to the USPTO upon request 

3. Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. Cordis Corp and Johnson & Johnson Corp., 
CA No. C 99-00744 CAL ENE (N.D. Cal.) (Cordis/ J&J Litigation) 

In the Cordis/ J&J litigation, the parties agreed to transfer the dispute to binding 
arbitration. The parties settled the dispute after a hearing on the merits, but prior to final 
decision by the arbitration panel. As a result of the settlement, ACS granted the defendants a 
license to the '154 Patent, among other patents. 

For the convenience of the USPTO, a copy of the docket report for the Cordis/ J&J 
Litigation is enclosed as Exhibit C.3. If any document(s) from the docket report for the 
Cordis/ J&J Litigation are desired by the USPTO for consideration, Applicant respectfully offers 
to obtain and submit a copy of such document(s) to the USPTO upon request. 



NY02:742 185.2 



-8- 



Exhibit C.l.(a) 



Westlaw, 

Page 1 

Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2005 WL 67083 (D.Del.), 2005 Markman 67083 
(Cite as: 2005 WL 67083 (D.Del.)) 



H 

Only the Westlaw citation is currently available. 
Only the Westlaw citation is currently available. 

United States District Court, 
D. Delaware. 
MEDTRONIC VASCULAR, INC. and Medtronic 
USA, Inc, Plaintiffs, 
v. 

ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR SYSTEMS, 
INC. and Guidant Sales Corp., Defendants. 

No. Civ.98-80-SLR. 
Jan. 5, 2005. 

Construed Terms: 

Longitudinally flexible stent 
Cylindrical element 
Cylindrically shaped element 
Cylindrical ring 

Independently expandable in the radial direction 

Connecting elements 

Connecting members 

Interconnecting elements 

Struts for connecting 

Interconnected 

Connected together 

Connected 

Attach ing/attaches/attached 
Weld connection 

Generally parallel connecting elements 
Outwardly projecting edges 
Without appreciable shortening 
Undulating pattern/undulating portion 

Karen Jacobs Louden, Philip Henry Bangle, Morris, 
Nichols, Arsht & Tunnell, Patricia Smink Rogowski 
Connolly, Bove, Lodge & Hutz, Wilmington, DE, for 
plaintiffs. 

Frederick L. Cottrell, III, Richards, Layton & Finger, 
Wilmington, DE, for defendants. 

MEMORANDUM ORDER 
ROBINSON, J. 

*1 At Wilmington this 5th day of January, 2005, 



having heard oral argument and having reviewed the 
papers submitted in connection with the parties' pro- 
posed claim construction; 

IT IS ORDERED that the disputed claim lan- 
guage in U.S. Patent Nos. 5,514,154 ("the '154 pat- 
ent"), 5,603,721 ("the 721 patent"), 5,735,893 ("the 
'893 patent"), 6,056,776 ("the 776 patent"), 6,066,167 
("the '167 patent"), 6,066,168 ("the '168 patent") and 
6,432,133 ("the '133 patent") as identified by the 
above referenced parties, shall be construed consistent 
with the tenets of claim construction set forth by the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, 
as follows: 

1. "Longitudinally flexible stent" Consistent with 
its ordinary meaning FN1 and the specification, the 
court construes "longitudinally flexible stent" to mean 
"a stent that is flexible along its longitudinal axis 
(i.e.length) to facilitate delivery through tortuous body 
lumens." ™ 2 

FN1. See American Heritage Dictionary 741 
(2d ed.1984) (defining "longitudinal" as "of 
or pertaining to length"); id. at 513 (defining 
"flexible" as "capable of being bent or flexed; 
pliable"). 

FN2. Plaintiffs argue that "to facilitate de- 
livery through tortuous body lumens" is an 
unnecessary restriction. However, the intrin- 
sic evidence supports the conclusion that 
having longitudinal flexibility alone is not 
enough to meet the restrictions of the Lau 
design; a stent must be flexible enough to be 
delivered through "tortuous body lumens" 
before it will be considered to meet the 
"longitudinally flexible" limitation of the 
Lau patents. 

2. "Cylindrical element," "cylindrically shaped 
element," and "cylindrical ring." Consistent with the 
patents at issue and their prosecution history,™ 4 
the court construes these terms to mean "a radially 
expandable segment of a stent having a longitudinal 
length less than its diameter with a circumferential 
undulating pattern.™ 5 Furthermore, cylindrical rings 
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Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2005 WL 67083 (D.Del.), 2005 Markman 67083 
(Cite as: 2005 WL 67083 (D.Del.)) 



are not in and of themselves, stents." 

FN3. See, e.g., *154 patent, col. 2, 1. 67; col. 3, 
11. 1-4; col. 5, 11. 44-51, 61-67; col. 6, 11. 
8-16 

FN4. D.I. 438 at 1535, 1539^0 

FN5. The court has construed "undulating 
pattern" to mean "a wavelike pattern that in- 
cludes any combination of U-shaped, 
W-shaped or Y-shaped members." Defen- 
dants argue that the references to U-shaped, 
Y-shaped or W-shaped members in the 
written description refer only to a preferred 
embodiment. However, during the prosecu- 
tion of the patent, the patentee continuously 
refers to these shaped structures in describing 
his invention and distinguishing it from oth- 
ers. Therefore, based on the prosecution 
history it is evident that, despite the refer- 
ences to the preferred embodiment in the 
written description, the patentee thought the 
cylindrical elements were defined by these 
shaped structures. 

FN6. Plaintiffs argue that the last sentence is 
not necessary. In light of the prosecution 
history, it is apparent that Lau disclaimed 
using the cylindrical elements as 
"stand-alone" stents. (D.I. 438 at 1539-40) 

3. "Independently expandable in the radial direc- 
tion." Consistent with the ordinary meaning to one of 
ordinary skill in the art and the patents at issue, ™ 7 the 
court construes this phrase to mean "each cylindrical 
element is relatively independently expandable with 
respect to each adjacent cylindrical element." 

FN7. See, e.g., '154 patent, col. 1, 11. 60-62; 
col. 4, 11. 52-55. 

4. "Connecting elements," "connecting mem- 
bers," interconnecting elements" and "struts for con- 
necting." Consistent with the specifications of the 
patents at issue ™ 8 and their prosecution history,™ 9 
the court construes these phrases to mean "segments 
of a stent that extend between adjacent cylindrical 
elements, connecting them together." 



FN8. D.I. 438 at 1535; D.l. 467, Ex. 46 at 
1919. 



FN9. See, e.g., '154 patent, col. 1, 11. 64-66; 
col. 2, 11. 1-6, 57-67. 

5. "Interconnected," "connected together," 
"connected" and "attaching/attaches/attached." Con- 
sistent with its ordinary meaning, the court construes 
these phrases to mean "connected." 

6. "Weld connection." Consistent with the as- 
serted claim at issue,™ 10 the specification FNn and the 
prosecution history,™ 12 the court construes "weld 
connection" to mean "a weld." 

FN 10. '168 patent, claim 1, col. 8, 11. 42^5. 

FN11. *168 patent, col. 2, 11. 65-67; col. 3, 11. 
1-5. 

FN12. D.I. 467 at 1903-1920, 2093, 2098. 

7. "Generally parallel connecting elements." 
Consistent with Federal Circuit precedent,™ 13 the 
court construes this phrase to mean "two or more 
connecting elements that are generally parallel to each 
other." 

FN 1 3 . See Advaced Cardiovascular Systems, 
Inc., et al. v. Scimed Life Systems, Inc. et ah, 
261 F.3d 1329(Fed.Cir.2001). 

8. "Outwardly projecting edges," and "projecting 
edges." Consistent with the patents at issue ™ 14 and 
their prosecution history, the court construes 
"outwardly projecting edges" to mean "portions of the 
U-shaped, Y-shaped or W-shaped members that tip 
outwardly during expansion, resulting in projections 
on the outer surface of the expanded stent." 

FN 14. See, e.g., '154 patent, col. 2, 11, 46-51; 
col. 4, 11. 10-12; col. 6, 11. 17-26; col. 8, 11. 
14-23. 

FN15. D.I. 438 at 1537. 

*2 9. "Without appreciable shortening." Consis- 
tent with the prosecution history,™ 16 the court con- 
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strues "without appreciable shortening" to mean "the 
stent does not substantially shorten upon expansion." 

FN16. D.I. 438 at 1530-31, 38-39. 

10. "Undulating pattern," and "undulating por- 
tion." Consistent with its ordinary meaning, 17 the 
patents at issue FNI8 and their prosecution history,™ 19 
the court construes these phrases to mean "a wavelike 
pattern that includes any combination of U-shaped, 
W-shaped or Y-shaped members." 

FN 17. See American Heritage Dictionary 
1318 (2d ed.1984). 

FN18. See, e.g., '154 patent, col. 2, 11. 67; col. 
3, 11. 1-4; col. 5, 11. 44-51, 61-67; col. 6, 11. 
8-16. 

FN19. D.I. 438 at 1535, 1539-40. 
D.Del.,2005. 

Medtronic Vascular, Inc. v. Advanced Cardiovascular 
Systems, Inc. 

Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2005 WL 67083 (D.Del.), 
2005 Markman 67083 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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IN THE UNITBD STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 



ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR 
SYSTEMS, INC, and GUIDANT 
SALES . CORPORATION , 

Plaintiffs, 



v, 

MEDTRONIC VASCULAR, INC. 
and, 

MEDTRONIC USA, INC. , 
Defendants. 



Civ. No. 98-80-SLR 



I. 



■TTTRY VERDICT 

We,, the jury, unanimously find as follows: 
INFRINGEMENT \ 

l 
i 

A. The *154 Patent 



l. Do you find that ACS has shown by a preponderance of 
the evidence that Medtronic has literally infringed' any of the 
following claims with the following .products? ("YES" answers to 
these questions are finding for ACS.' "NO" answers axe findings 
for Medtronic . ) 



1 154 



MicroStent II 



GFX 



GFX2 



GFX2.5 

SS40 

S660 

S670 

BeStent2 




Claim 1 



No 



No 



NO 



NO 
No 
No 
No 



Claim 4 



Claim 12 



No 



No 



S3 

Yes] 
Yesj 



No 



No 

NO 
NO 
NO 



I 



B. tIia *167 Patent 
for Medtronic.) 




C. The '168 Patent 

3. Do you find that ACS has shown by a preponderance of 
the evidence that Medtronic has literally infringed • any of the 
following claims with its accused products? ("YES" answers to 
these questions are findings for ACS. n N0" answers are findings 
for Medtronic) 




2 




D. The f 133 Patent 

4 do you find that ACS has shown by a preponderance of 
the evidence that Medtronic has literally infringed any of the 
fSuowing claims with its accu e ed products? answers to 

these ^uLtione are findings for ACS. W- answers are findings 
for Medtronic.) 




II . VALIDITY 

A. obviousness . Do you find that Medtronic has 
proven by clear and convincing evidence that any of the following 
claims are invalid due to obviousness? ("YES" answers to these 
questions are findings for Medtronic. n N0" answers are findings 
for ACS.) 



The '154 Patent 
Claim 1 
Claim 4 
Claim 12 



Obvlotianees 

Yes NO j/_ 

Yes No tS_ 

YeB No V 



3 



Claim 1 ^ S _ No ✓ 

Claim 3 . eB ? ° -V- 

Claim 11 Yes 

■m* »133 Patent OhviousneBB 

claim i Yes No 

Claim 2 Yes No j/ 

Claim 3 Yes _ No ^ 

Claim 9 Yes No j/_ 



4 



Best Available Copy 



Each juror should sign the 
unanimous verdict has been 



verdidt form! to reflect that a 
reached. 



Dated 



a // &/ 



, 2005 




FOREPERSON 





s . 



I 
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5/14/2012 



CM/ECF LIVE - U.S. District Court:ded 

CLO SED,PaperDocuments,LEAD,P ATENT 



U.S. District Court 
District of Delaware (Wilmington) 
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: l:98-cv-00080-SLR 



Abbott Cardio Sys, et al v. Medtronic Vascular, et al 
Assigned to: Judge Sue L. Robinson 
Demand: $0 

Related Cases: l:07-cv-00259-SLR 
l:06-cv-00613-SLR 

Case in other court: USCA for the Federal Circuit, 05-01280 
USCA for the Federal Circuit, 07-01365 
USCA Federal Circuit, 09-01038 
00-05230 

USDC/DE, CA97-550 SLR 
Cause: 35271 Patent Infringement 



Date Filed: 02/18/1998 
Date Terminated: 1 1/21/2008 
Jury Demand: Both 
Nature of Suit: 830 Patent 
Jurisdiction: Federal Question 



Plaintiff 

Arterial Vascular Engineering, Inc. 

TERMINATED: 09/12/2003 



represented by Karen Jacobs Louden 

Morris, Nichols, Arsht & Turmell LLP 

1201 North Market Street 

P.O. Box 1347 

Wilmington, DE 19899 

(302)658-9200 

Email: kjlefiling@mnat.com 

TERMINATED: 09/12/2003 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Patricia Smink Rogowski 

Connolly, Bove, Lodge & Hutz 
The Nemours Building 
1007 North Orange Street 
P.O. Box 2207 
Wilmington, DE 19899 
(302)658-9141 
Email: progowski@cbIh.com 
TERMINATED: 09/11/2003 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Plaintiff 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 



1/87 



5/14/2012 CM/ECF LIVE 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. 
(as of 2/4/05 now in role of plaintiff per 
D.L 585) 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



• U.S. District Courfcded 

represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

Richards, Layton & Finger, PA 
One Rodney Square 
920 N. King Street 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
(302) 658-6541 
Email: cottrell@rlf com 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Anne Shea Gaza 

Richards, Layton & Finger, PA 
One Rodney Square 
920 N. King Street 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
(302) 658-6541 
Email: gaza@rlf com 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Plaintiff 

Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc. 

f/k/a Advanced Cardiovascular Systems 
Inc. (SEE D.L 723) 

Andrew J. Vance 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: andrew.vance@finnegan.com 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNE Y TO BE NOTICED 



Anne Shea Gaza 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



J. Michael Jakes 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: mike.jakes@finneganxom 

PRO HAC VICE 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Michael A. Morin 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: michaeL morin@finnegan. com 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Plaintiff 
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Abbott Laboratories Inc. 

f/k/a Guidant Sales Corporation 
(changed per D.I 723) 

Anne Shea Gaza 

(See above for address) 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



CM/ECF LIVE - U.S. District Court:ded 

represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , IH 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



V. 

Defendant 

Medtronic Ave Inc. 

Medtronic Vascular, Inc. (as of 2/4/05 
now in role of defendant per D.I. 585) 
also known as 
Medtronic AVE, Inc. 



represented by Karen Jacobs Louden 

(See above for address) 

LEADATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Patricia Smink Rogowski 

(See above for address) 

TERMINATED: 05/09/2003 

LEADATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Philip Henry Bangle 

Morris, Nichols, Arsht & Tunnell 

1201 North Market Street 

P.O. Box 1347 

Wilmington, DE 19899 

(302) 658-9200 

Email: Philip.Bangle@state.de.us 

TERMINATED: 02/04/2005 

LEADATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Anthony S. Newman 

Pro Hac Vice 

UNDELIVERABLE EMAIL 



Frederick Chung 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: fchung@gibsondunn.com 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Kevin S. Rosen 

Pro Hac Vice 
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Email: laosen@gjbsondunn.com 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Leslie A. Polizoti 

Morris, Nichols, Arsht & Turmell LLP 

1201 North Market Street 

P.O. Box 1347 

Wilmington, DE 19899 

(302) 658-9200 

Email: lpolizDti@mnat.com 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Marie Lyon 

Email: mryon@gibsondurai.com 

PROHAC VICE 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Matthew A. Hoffman 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: inhoflhian@gfosondunn.com 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Movant 



W.L. Gore & Assoc. Inc. represented by Stuart M. Grant 

Grant & Eisenhofer, P.A. 

123 Justison Street 

Wilmington, DE 19801 

(302) 622-7000 

Email: sgrant@gelaw.com 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Counter Claimant 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

TERMNA TED: 06/28/2007 (See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



V. 

Counter Defendant 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 

ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?... 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 
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Plaintiff 
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Guidant Sales Coporation 

Guidant Sales Corp., (as of 2/4/05 now in 
role of plaintiff per D.I 585) 
TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Anne Shea Gaza 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



V. 

Defendant 

Medtronic USA, Inc. represented by Karen Jacobs Louden 

Medtronic USA, Inc. (as of 2/4/05 now in (See above for address) 

role of defendant per D.L 585) LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Philip Heniy Bangle 

(See above for address) 
TERMINATED: 02/04/2005 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Anthony S. Newman 

(See above for address) 

Eric J. Maurer 

UNDELIVERABLE EMAIL 3/6/12 
PROHAC VICE 

George M. Sirilla 

Pro Hac Vice 

Email: george.sirilla@pillsburylaw.com 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Kevin S. Rosen 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Leslie A. Polizoti 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 
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(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



William P. Atkins 

Email: William.Atkins@pillsburylaw.com 

PROHAC VICE 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Counter Defendant 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , in 

TERMNA TED: 06/28/2007 (See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Defendant 

Guidant Sales Coporation 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , IH 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Claimant 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

TERMNA TED: 06/28/2007 (See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Claimant 

Guidant Sales Coporation 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



V. 

Counter Defendant 

Medtronic Ave Inc. represented by Patricia Smink Rogowski 

also known as (See above for address) 

Medtronic AVE, Inc. TERMINA TED: 05/09/2003 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Philip Henry Bangle 

(See above for address) 
TERMINATED: 02/04/2005 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 
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Anthony S. Newman 

(See above for address) 



Kevin S. Rosen 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Matthew A. Hoffman 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

■> 

Counter Defendant 

Medtronic USA, Inc. represented by Philip Henry Bangle 

(See above for address) 
TERMINATED: 02/04/2005 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Anthony S. Newman 

(See above for address) 



Kevin S. Rosen 

(See above for address) 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Matthew A. Hoffman 

(See above for address) 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Defendant 



Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

TERMNA TED: 06/28/2007 (See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Defendant 

Guidant Sales Coporation 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Defendant 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

TERMNA TED: 06/28/2007 (See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 
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A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Counter Defendant 

Guidant Sales Coporation 

TERMINATED: 06/28/2007 



represented by Frederick L. Cottrell , HI 

(See above for address) 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



uare riicu 


U 
ft 


1/OlKcl IcAl 


02/18/1998 


1 


COMPLAINT filed; Mag consent notice to pltf FILING FEE $ 1 50.00 RECEIPT # 


02/18/1998 




DEMAND for jury trial by Arterial Vascular (dab) (Entered: 02/1 8/1 998) 


02/18/1998 




SUMMONS(ES) issued for Advanced Cardio Sys. (dab) (Entered: 02/18/1998) 


02/25/1998 


2 


CASE assigned to Judge Sue L. Robinson . Notice to all parties, (ntl) (Entered: 
02/25/1998) 


03/02/1998 


3 


RETURN OF SERVICE executed as to Advanced Cardio Sys. 2/27/98 Answer due 
on 3/19/98 for Advanced Cardio Sys. (If) (Entered: 03/10/1998) 


03/09/1998 


7 


Letter dated 3/9/98 from Patricia Rogowski Esq. to Clerk; Re: replacement copies to 
complaint (If) (Entered: 03/19/1998) 


03/10/1998 


4 


RETURN OF SERVICE executed as to Advanced Cardio Sys. 2/20/98 Answer due 
on 3/12/98 for Advanced Cardio Sys. (If) (Entered: 03/10/1998) 


03/12/1998 


5 


STIPULATION with proposed order for defts to answer to complaint by 3/30/98 (If) 
(Entered: 03/16/1998) 


03/12/1998 


6 


AFFIDAVIT of Patricia Rogowski (If) (Entered: 03/16/1998) 


03/17/1998 




So Ordered granting [5-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties. (If) (Entered: 03/19/1998) 


03/30/1998 


8 


ANSWER to Complaint by Advanced Cardio Sys. (Attorney ), (If) (Entered: 
04/01/1998) 


03/31/1998 


9 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order to Transfer Case to 
Northern District of California (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


10 


Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. [9-1] motion to Transfer Case to 
Northern District of California - Answer Brief due 4/14/98 (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


11 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order to Dismiss , or to Stay the 
complaint (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


12 


Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. [11-1] motion to Dismiss - Answer Brief 
due 4/14/98, [11-2] motion to Stay the complaint - Answer Brief due 4/14/98 (If) 
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(Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


13 


Declaration of Bruce Barclay (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


14 


Declaration of John Fitzgerald (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


03/31/1998 


15 


Declaration of Richard Cates (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


04/03/1998 


16 


Letter dated 4/3/98 from Frederick Cottrell, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: enclosing 
copy of compliant from the action in California (If) (Entered: 04/06/1998) 


04/07/1998 


17 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for John Williamson, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1 998) 


04/07/1998 


18 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for D. Michael Underhifl, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1998) 


04/07/1998 


19 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for Scott Stempel, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1998) 


04/07/1998 


20 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for Richard Meyer, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1998) 


04/07/1998 


21 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for William Wallace, Es.q to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1998) 


04/07/1998 


22 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for Penelope Lister, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/08/1998) 


04/09/1998 




So Ordered granting [22-1] motion for Penelope Lister, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, 
granting [21-1] motion for William Wallace, Es.q to Appear Pro Hac Vice, granting 
[20- 1] motion for Richard Meyer, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, granting [19-1] 
motion for Scott Stempel, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, granting [18-1] motion for D. 
Michael T Inderhill Fsn to Annear Pro Hac Vice prantinp T 1 7- 1 1 motion for Tohn 
Williamson, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice 
to all parties. (If) (Entered: 04/13/1998) 


04/15/1998 


23 


STIPULATION and proposed order to stay all proceedings pending determination fo 
venue (If) (Entered: 04/16/1998) 


04/17/1998 




So Ordered granting [23-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
aD parties. (If) (Entered: 04/1 7/1998) 


06/15/1998 


24 


AMENDED ANSWER to Complaint by Advanced Cardio Sys. : amends [8-1] answer 
(If) (Entered: 06/16/1998) 


06/30/1998 


25 


NOTICE of Local Rule 81 .2 report by Arterial Vascular (If) (Entered: 07/01/1998) 


07/06/1998 


26 


Reply of Pkf to counterclaim of deft Advanced Cardiovascular Systems (If) (Entered: 
07/07/1998) 


07/06/1998 


27 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular to Strike affirmative defenses , and to Dismiss 
counterclaims (If) (Entered: 07/07/1998) 
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07/06/1 998 

\J 1 l\j\Jl 1770 


28 


OnpnirKx ftripf TmIpH hv Artprial Vascular T77-11 motion to Strikp Affirmativp dpfpn^p<j - 

Answer Brief due 7/20/98, [27-2] motion to Dismiss counterclaims - Answer Brief due 
7/20/98 (If) (Entered: 07/07/1998) 


07/07/1 998 
\j / f\j ill yyo 


79 
&*y 


T\FfYl If^F* 1 of potrvnpriHiiirn of linrpnortpH Hpri^ioriQ to nltf^ oopntno - Hripfin Qinmort of* ite 

1> W 1 lv/U/ Ul l^UlllLJC^lHJlUlll Ul Ulli CU VI Ltvl U^l'loKJlIo WJ VJYW. o UUvIUllg, Ul lt-X ill oLUJUv/I L Ul llo 

motion to strike affirmative defenses and dismiss counterclaim by Arterial Vascular (If) 
(Entered: 07/09/1998) 


07/09/1998 


30 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Richard Cates, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 07/10/1998) 


07/09/1998 


31 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Craig Bailey, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 07/10/1998) 


07/1 0/1998 




^o OrHprpH orantino 1 -1 1 motion for CVai*? Railpv Psn to Annpar Pro T-Tflf Virp 

granting [30-1] motion for Richard Cates, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 07/13/1998) 


07/70/1 998 
u / /zu/ 1 yyo 




Arwwpr RripfP'ilpH H\/ AHvfinppH f^nrHio ^v<2 T77-11 motion to ^trfl^p nTrfirnativp 

defenses - Reply Brief due 7/27/98, [27-2] motion to Dismiss counterclaims - Reply 
Brief due 7/27/98 (11) (Entered: 07/21/1998) 


07/27/199.8 


33 


Reply Brief Filed by Arterial Vascular [27-1] motion to Strike affirmative defenses, [27- 
2] motion to Dismiss counterclaims (If) (Entered: 07/28/1998) 


10/22/1998 


34 


Letter dated 10/22/98 from Frederick Cottrell, HI, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: rqsting 
oral argument on AVEs motion to disqualify lead trial cnsl (If) (Entered: 10/26/1998) 


11/05/1998 


35 


MOTION by Arterial Vascular with Proposed Order for Michele Van Patten Frank, 
Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 1 1/06/1998) 


1 1 /0Q/1 998 




^lo C^rApvpd orcintino' T^S-11 motion tor \/fir*np1p Van Pattpn PY^nl^ Pqo to Arvnpfir Pro 

OVJ WlUtXC/U tldl 1111 lli 1 J*J— lllUUVJll 1\J1 IVXlUlltlt/ V all A ClLl^ll A 1 CU Uoi|. IKJ r\.yJ^J\sCLl A 1 W 

Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to afl parties. (If) (Entered: 
11/10/1998) 


01/13/1999 


36 


ORDER, general status cnf scheduled for 1/28/99 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) 
copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 01/14/1999) 


01/28/1999 




Status conference held, Robinson, J., sitting; Rptr: V. Gunning (If) (Entered: 
09/28/1999) 


02/08/1999 


37 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. to Stay action pending arbitration Answer Brief 
due 2/22/99 re: [37-1] motion (If) (Entered: 02/09/1999) 


02/08/1999 


38 


Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. [37-1] motion to Stay action pending 
arbitration - Answer Brief due 2/22/99 (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 02/09/1999) 


02/08/1999 


39 


AFFIRMATION (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 02/09/1999) 


02/19/1999 


40 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Aldo Badini, Esq, to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/19/1999 


41 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Helena Tavares 
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Erickson, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/19/1999 


42 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Carol Polizzi, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/22/1999 


43 


Answer Brief Filed by Arterial Vascular [37-1] motion to Stay action pending arbitration 
- Reply Brief due 3/1/99 (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/22/1999 


44 


Declaration of John Williamson (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/22/1999 


45 


Declaration of James F. Crittenden (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 


02/22/1999 


46 


Declaration of Richard Flink (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 02/25/1 999) 


02/25/1999 




So Ordered granting [42-1] motion for Carol Polizzi, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, 
erantine T4 1 - 1 1 motion for Helena Tavares Erickson. Esa to Anoear Pro Hac Vice 
granting [40-1] motion for Aldo Badini, Esq, to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge 
Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 03/02/1999) 


03/01/1999 


47 


Reply Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. [37-1] motion to Stay action pending 
arbitration (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 03/02/1999) 


03/01/1999 


48 


Reply Affirmation of Bruce J. Barclay (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 03/02/1999) 


03/01/1999 


49 


Reply Affirmation of Carol A. Polizzi (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 03/02/1 999) 


03/02/1999 


50 


Letter dated 3/2/99 from Frederick Cottrell, Esq. to courtl Re: filing original signature 
page of Bruce Barclay for his reply affirmation (If) (Entered: 03/03/1999) 


03/02/1999 


51 


Letter dated 3/2/99 from-Frederick Cottrell, Esq. to Judge RObinson; Re: ACS will rely 
on attached ontnions durine oral areument for the nroDosition that because Fuhvider 
attorneys as trial attorneys are not involved in ACS's competitive decisionmaking they 
should not be precluded from representing their client (If) (Entered: 03/03/1999) 


04/09/1999 


52 


Letter dated 4/9/99 from Patricia Rosowski Esa. to Judee Robinson: Re: suoolvins 
court with copy of persuasive 4/2/99 order issued by Chief Magistrate Judge in the 
Minnesotta action (If) (Entered: 04/13/1999) 


04/14/1999 


53 


Letter dated 4/14/99 from Frederick Cottrell, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: response to 
Medtronic's letter to the court dated 4/9/99 (If) (Entered: 04/16/1999) 


04/21/1999 


54 


Letter dated 4/21/99 from Patricia Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson, Re: response to 
ACS's letter dated 4/14/99 (If) (Entered: 04/22/1999) 


06/17/1999 

\J vy / A. II A S S s 


55 


Letter dated 6/17/99 from Patricia Smink RoeowskL Esa to Judee Robinson: Re: 
providing copy of order issued by District Judge Rosenbaum in Medtronic v. Advanced 
Cardiology in (D. Minn) (If) (Entered: 06/21/1999) 


06/22/1999 


56 


Letter dated 6/22/99 from Frederick Cottrell, Esq. to Judge RObinson; Re: response to 
Medtronics 6/17/99 letter to the court (If) (Entered: 06/23/1999) 


06/25/1999 


57 


Letter dated 6/25/99 from Patricia Smink Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: 
writing on behalf of medtronic AVE, Inc to correct inaccuracy in the 6/22/99 letter to 
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the court (If) (Entered: 06/29/1999) 


07/02/1999 


58 


Letter dated 7/2/99 from Frederick Cottrell, Jr., Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: response 
to 6/25/99 letter form counsel (If) (Entered: 07/06/1999) 


07/90/1 QOO 
\j i iz*yi i yyy 


59 

J7 


t fitter HatpH 7/90/00 frnm FrpHprirk f^ottrpll Fsn to Tndpe Robinson* Re* for reasons 

stated in letter ACS's motion for a stay of this action pending arbitration should be 
granted (If) (Entered: 07/30/1999) 


ftR/OS/1000 
vo/uJ/ 1 yyy 


60 


T .pttpr HatpH R/S/00 frnm Patriria Rocrowski Fso to Tiidpe Robinson* Re* resnonses to 
the 7/29/99 letter submitted to the court by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems (If) 
(Entered: 08/06/1999) 


00/00/1 QOO 




t After Hatprl 0/0/00 from Patriria S Rooowslci Fso to Tndop Robinson* Rp* lVfpdtronic 
jlaI/LIC'I victicu yiyiyy uuni i chiivau o. i\a_/£~vj w oivi^ ajou. ivj juu&t' iyvj initio vjii} i\v. iviv-viu wiuv 

rqst that the court lift the stay of discovery entered by stipulated order in 4/98 (If) 
(Entered: 09/10/1999) 


09/16/1999 


62 


Letter dated 9/16/99 from Frederick Cottrell, IE, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: response 
to Medtronic's letter to the court of 9/9/99 (If) (Entered: 09/20/1999) 


OO/^O/IOOO 
\jyfD\jf i yyy 




ORTYFR Hpnvincr \\ 1-11 motion to Dismiss flpnvincy N 1 -91 motion to Stav thp corrtnlaint 

V-/JVL/J_^XV dt'llY lllcl 11 111 lllv/llVJll WJ Ls LjiLLLjJj UVllYlllii 111 \ AllWtlWll IU O 1X1 Y 11 X\~> \^\J lliLJlClu.lv 

as moot; pkf s motion to strike affirmative defenses and to dismiss counterclaims denied; 
( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 09/30/1999) 


09/30/1999 


65 


ORDER denying [37- 1 ] motion to Stay action pending arbitration ( signed by Judge Sue 
L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 09/30/1999) 


09/30/1999 




CLERKS NOTE: There is no DI 64 in this case (ft) (Entered: 09/30/1999) 


10/1 V1QQQ 
l u/ ij/ 1 yyy 




lVfOTTO XT bv AHvanrpH f^arHio Svs tor Rpronsidpration of court's denial of a stav 

1VAV7 1 1 V_/ 1 UY -T\.vl V CUlV'VvJ V/CUUlv J Vo. lv/1 IW^VJllOlUWl ClllVJll VJ l vUUll O UvlilUl Ul CL o VWjf 

pending arbitration or in the alternative for a stay pending appeal (SEALED) (If) 
(Entered: 10/19/1999) 


10/15/1999 


67 


AFFIDAVIT by Advanced Cardio Sys. of Marga Ortigas- Wedekind (SEALED) (If) 
(Entered: 10/19/1999) 


10/1S/1999 

i v// 1 j/i yyy 




MOTION FTT FD ON CA 98-3 14 AS DT 91 bv Advanced Cardio Svs for 

Reconsideration of Court's 9/30/99 order (DI 90 in CA 98-3 14) (bkb) (Entered: 
11/17/1999) 


10/90/1000 
l U/Z-U/ 1 yyy 


68 
uo 


T iMtpr HateH 1 0/90/99 frnm Frpdprirk Pnttrpll TTT Fsn tn Tndpp Rnhinsnrr Re* ACS 
rqst consider emergency discovery dispute during 10/20/99 telecnf. (If) (Entered: 
10/21/1999) 


10/20/1999 




Tele-conference held, Robinson, J., sitting; K. Maurer (If) (Entered: 10/21/1999) 


10/21/1999 


69 


STIPULATION with proposed order for extension of time to respond to motion for 
reargument (If) (Entered: 10/22/1999) 


10/22/1999 


70 


ORDER, 98-80; 98-314 and 98-316 are all consolidated for all purposes ( signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 10/22/1999) 


10/22/1999 




Consolidated Lead Case; member cases are 98-3 14 anbd 98-3 16-SLR. (If) Modified 
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on 10/06/2003 (Entered: 10/22/1999) 


10/25/1999 




So Ordered granting [69-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 10/25/1999) 


11/01/1999 


71 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. to preclude Discovery pending trade secret 
identification Answer Brief due 1 1/15/99 re: [71-1] motion (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/05/1999) 


11/05/1999 


72 


Letter to Judge Robinson from Mr. Cottrell re clarification of Court's order of 1 0/22/99. 
(bkb) (Entered: 11/17/1999) 


1 1/05/1 QQQ 
i i/u j/ i yyy 


7^ 
/ j 


Ancw^r Rripf TmIpH Hv Arterial X/a^rnlnr ffi-1 1 mntinn for T^prnn^iHprpitinn nf (^mirf 1 ^ 
rUJjWti until iitu \jy /Aiivimi vciowuicu. y\j ij iiiu iivjii ixji i\.vc\Jiioiu.ticni\Jii ui v^uui t »> 

9/30/99 order (DI 90 in CA 98-3 14) - Reply Brief due 1 1/12/99 (bkb) (Entered: 
11/17/1999) 


11/05/1999 


74 


RE CA 98-3 14 ACTION ANSWER by Medlronic (tfk/a Arterial Vascular 

FncnnpfH-tncrl tn fOMPT AfNIT r TN C A QR-^141 and POTTNTFRPT ATM acraitvst 

Advanced Cardio Sys. ; jury demand against Advanced Cardio Sys. (bkb) (Entered: 
11/17/1999) 


1 1 /OS/1 QQQ 


/ u 


Aticu^pf Rripf* P*i1pH Hv IvfpHtrnnip A\AR Trip rp 1 mntinn fnr Rppnn^iHpr£itinn nf 

AVlJoWCl XJl 1C1 JT J1CU Uj 1V1CUU.U111C' r\ V J_/ 5 JJ.ll/. 1C [UU IJ IJIUUVJJI 1U1 XvC-t'UlLjU-lt'lClLlUll KJL 

court's denial of a stay pending arbitration or in the alternative for a stay pending appeal 
- Reply Brief due 11/12/99 SEALED (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


1 1/08/1999 


77 


Letter to Clerk from Mr. DiGiovanni re filing of DI 76 (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/10/1999 


75 


Letter (1 1/10/99) to Judge Robinson from Ms. Rogowski re pending motions (bkb) 
(Entered: 11/30/1999) 


1 1/1 0/1 QQQ 

1 1/ 11// 1777 


78 

/ o 


T pfffir H 1 /I fi/QQ^ tr\ TiiHop T?p*Ktncnn frr\m Ivfc Rncmw/^lrv lvfpHtrrHiif* nnnnQPQ 
i^CLici 1/ ixjfyyj Ik) juugc jvuljiuoUIi uvjiii ivio. rvugu woivi^ ivicuuvjiuc uppuscs 

Advanced Cardiovascular's 1 1/5/99 request to amend captioa (bkb) (Entered: 
12/01/1999) 


11/10/1999 


79 


Letter (1 1/10/99) to Judge Robinson from Ms. Rogowski re DI 66, 65 & 43. (bkb) 
(Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/10/1999 


80 


Proposed Order filed by Medtronic, denying motion for reargument & enjoinging deft, 
from taking arbitratino action against Medtronic, (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/12/1999 


81 


STIPULATION with proposed order ext. time till 1 1/29/99 for Medtroncito file resp. 
to DI 71 (ASC's motion to preclude discovery...) (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


1 1/1 9/1 QQQ 
ii/i z./ 1 yyy 




STTPTTT ATTON with nrnnnseH nrHer pvt timp till 1 7/Q/QQ fhr Advanced 

Cardiovascular to reply to Medtronic's counterclaims in CA 98-3 14. (bkb) (Entered: 
12/01/1999) 


11/12/1999 


83 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Michael S. Ekind to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice re: [83-1] motion (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/15/1999 




So Ordered granting [82-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties, (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/15/1999 




So Ordered granting [83-1] motion for Michael S. Eflcind to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
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signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/15/1999 


84 


Letter to Judge Robinson (1 1/15/99) in resp. to Medtronic AVE's letter of 1 1/10/99. 
(bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/16/1999 




So Ordered granting [81-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
aD parties, (bkb) (Entered: 12/01/1999) 


11/22/1999 


85 


ORDER; Civil Action Nos. 98-80; 98-314 & 98-316 are consolidated for all purposes, 

with all n1p^Hincy<2 & rmnpr^: to hp filpfl in QR-RO* rantinn of* thp ron^nlidfitpH ca<;ps ^hall 

Willi CU1 y) IV^ d vl 11 lr (X* L/Cl Li wl O WJ \J\j V\j\*>W 111 ~s Kj \j\J ^ vuULlUll Ul LI Iv l/WllOVJllUClLwU vCUvO OllCLil 

read; Medtronic AVE, Inc. v. Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. ( signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (bkb) (Entered; 12/01/1999) 


1 1 /9Q/1 OOQ 
i LiAyi iyyy 


ou 


T?pJ , QT>/^)Vrc , p fV\\j \yfpHtrr>nip^ in rmnn<:Ttinn tn AHv^tifpH r^arHinv^QPiilar^ motion to 

JVLvOJT V_/l>i l31_!/ 1^3^ IVlCLllUJlltt^ 1 111 V/L/jJVJolllVJll l\J TvVJ VCLUC/tVJ V^CU \ll\J YdOvUull o 11HJUVJ11 i\J 

preclude discovery pending trade secret identification SEALED (bkb) (Entered: 

12/08/1999) 


12/06/1999 


87 


Reply Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. [71-1] motion to preclude Discovery 
pending trade secret identification (bkb) (Entered: 12/15/1999) 


12/09/1999 


88 


ANSWER to counterclaims (in CA 98-314) Advanced Cardio Sys. (bkb) (Entered: 
12/15/1999) 


12/27/1999 


89 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of 1st requests for production filed by Medtronic, 
(maw) (Entered: 12/28/1999) 


12/29/1999 


90 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: 1 st set of rqsts for the 
production of documents and things (nos. 1-98) (If) (Entered: 01/03/2000) 


12/30/1999 


91 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: 1st set of rqsts for the 
production of documents and things (nos. 1-98) (If) (Entered: 01/03/2000) 


01/19/2000 


92 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Stacy Marano, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 01/20/2000) 


01/19/2000 


93 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Benjamin Sokory, Esq. 
to Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 01/20/2000) 


01/19/2000 


94 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Henry Ricardo, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 01/20/2000) 




y j 


PFRTTFTPATF OF SFRVTCF hv Advanced Cardin Svs • Rp* Advanced 

Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. 2nd set of rqsts for production of documents and things 
(It) (Entered: 01/20/2000) 


01/21/2000 




So Ordered granting [94-1] motion for Henry Ricardo, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, 

crranttncr 1 motion for Rpnifimin ^o1<roK/ Pen tn Arvnpar Pro T-Tap \/if*p crrantincr 

tdA CUllillii L^J"1J lllvJLlUll l\Jl JJC'lljCUlJil J OUJvUiyj IjO^. l\J AVjJ|JtCll f 1U IICU^ V g^CUlllllg, 

[92-1] motion for Stacy Marano, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue 
L. Robinson) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 01/21/2000) 


01/24/2000 


96 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: responses to Medtronic 
Ave Inc.'s 1st set of rqsts for production of documents and things (nos. 1- 1 12) (If) 
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(Entered: 01/27/2000) 


01/26/2000 


97 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: 1st set of interrogs (nos. 
1-1 1) (If) (Entered: 01/27/2000) 


oi n 1/9000 




PFRTTFTf 1 ATF OF ^FRVTPF hv Arterial Va<:riiW* Rp- nhiprtinrrc and rp<;nnn<!P<: tn 

deft 1 st set of rqst for production of documents and things (nos. 1-98) (If) (Entered: 
02/02/2000) 


02/04/2000 


99 


ORDER, regarding the procedures to follow re: Discovery isputes (see order for dtails) 
( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 02/07/2000) 


09/1 0/9000 


100 


T ^iffpf HatpH 9/1 0/00 frnm Pjvtririn ^1 T?nonw/QVi Fqh tn TiiHop RnViirwritv T?p* F)pff 

XjCLICI UalfcLl Z/ 1U/UU l±\Jlll L all IKsla JXAJgv VVoIVlj J_ydL[. LU J LUlgC IxAJUlllOwll. J7tll 

ACS has refused to produce any documents until the court decides ACS's motion to 
preclude discovery pending identification of trade secrets (tf) (Entered: 02/15/2000) 


09/1 0/9000 


101 


T /*ttf*t* HafpH 9/1 O/OO frrvm FrpHprirLr f^nttrp 11 Fen tn TiiHctp RnKmcnir l?p* wfittnotn 

I^CLICI UaLCU Z,/1V//V/V/ 11 Ulll J/ 1 CUCilUJV ^UlUwll, JOolJ. ISJ JUU^C IVUL/UloLHl, JVC WllLUJ^LU 

apprise the court of the discovery issues to be addressed at the 2/1 5/00 teleenf. (If) 
(Entered: 02/15/2000) 


02/15/2000 


104 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 2/14/00; Rptr: B. Gaffigan (If) (Entered: 02/17/2000) 


09/1 6/9000 


1 09 


f^l?TYFl? f\ P*x~\\nx~\cj T7 1 — 1 1 mr\tiAn tn r^t*pr*niHp T^icrr^vprv tipnntnQ tranp cpf*rpt 
w r\JLy i_iiv viciiyiii^ i~ij liiuuuii i\j uicduuc LJm\^Kj\\^iy ucnuuit^ uauc ocvid 

identification ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 
02/17/2000) 


02/16/2000 


103 


Steno Notes for 2/14/00; Rptr: B. GafBgan (If) (Entered: 02/17/2000) 


09/99/9000 


10^ 


f^FI^TTFTf" 1 ATF OF ^kFT?\7Tf^F hv Artprifil \ZjiQPiiInr* T?p* nhipprinnQ anH rpQnnrKPQ tn 

V^U/IV 1 11. 1V_//V 1 111 V_/l JU\ V iv/lv UY iii Lt^I la I V Oo^UIlLI^ IVt- • \JU Jt/VLlVJllo CU1U 1 1 J IJVJJ IvJ 

defts 2nd set of rqsts for production of documents and things (nos. 100- 120) (If) 
(Entered: 02/25/2000) 


02/23/2000 


106 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: 2nd set of interrogs 
(nos. 12-13) (If) (Entered: 02/25/2000) 


02/28/2000 


107 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Objections and responses to 
deft 1st set of interrogs (nos. 1-1 1) (If) (Entered: 03/01/2000) 


03/06/2000 


108 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Pkf 1st set of interrogs to 
defts (nos. 1-24) (If) (Entered: 03/07/2000) 


03/16/2000 


109 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; 3rd set of interrogs (nos. 
14-31) (If) (Entered: 03/21/2000) 


03/21/2000 


110 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Initial disclosures (If) 
(Entered: 03/23/2000) 


03/22/2000 


111 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. for George Bardmesser, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac 
Vice (If) (Entered: 03/23/2000) 


03/22/2000 


112 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. with Proposed Order for Peter Boyle, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 03/23/2000) 
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03/22/2000 


113 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. for Daniel Carlineo, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice 
(If) (Entered: 03/23/2000) 


03/22/2000 


114 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. for R Tyler Goodwyn, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac 
Vice (IQ (Entered: 03/23/2000) 


03/22/2000 


115 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. for Halley Sexter, Eq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) 
(Entered: 03/23/2000) 


03/23/2000 




So Ordered granting [115-1] motion for Halley Sexter, Eq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, 
granting [114-1] motion for R Tyler Goodwyn, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, granting 
[1 13-1] motion for Daniel Carlineo, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice, granting [112-1] 

motion far Pptpr RovIp Pqd to Annpar Pro T-Tar Vipp orantinc^ N 1 1-11 morion for 

UlULiVsll 1SJL X WlVl .L/VJ Y 1^ j J^ovJ. t\J Y&.L/LsC'Cll 1 lv 1 lOV V IvLj ry CU 1L11 It, 1111 11 111\J11VJ11 l\Jx 

George Bardmesser, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson 
) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 03/24/2000) 


03/23/2000 


116 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Initial disclosure (If) (Entered: 
03/24/2000) 


03/23/2000 


117 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re; second set of interrogs 
(no. 25) (If) (Entered: 03/24/2000) 


03/24/2000 


118 


NOTICE of withdrawal of motion for reargument by Advanced Cardio Sys. (If) 
(Entered: 03/27/2000) 


03/27/2000 


119 


Letter dated 3/27/00 from Fredrick Cottrell, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: filing notice of 
appeal (If) (Entered: 03/29/2000) 


03/27/2000 


120 


NOTICE OF APPEAL by Advanced Cardio Sys. [65-1] order . Time: 359pm Fee 
Status: paid (If) (Entered: 03/29/2000) 


0^/30/9000 


191 


T Attpr HatpH ^ A3 0/00 from FYpHptipV f^ottrpll TTT T-^n to TiiHctp PoHinQotv T?p* althonorh 

motion for a stay pending appeal is still before the court, ACS intends to file a motion for 
stay pending appeal (If) (Entered: 03/3 1/2000) 


03/30/2000 


122 


Steno Notes for 3/28/00; Rptr: K. Maurer (If) (Entered: 03/3 1/2000) 


0^ A 1/7000 

\JJ/ J l/Z-VVU 




T pttpr HjifpH 1 /OO from PVprlpripV f^ottrpll TTT Pen to TiiHop RohirKotv Rp* acrpnHfi 

l^CLLCl UdLCU J/Jl/UU 1HJ111 1 1 CVJCl l^JV ^ULUC-U, 111 , U/Ol^. IAJ JUUgC rvUUllloUll, IVC. dgCllVld 

for 4/6/00 teleenf. (attaching chart showing two parties areas of agreement and 
disagreement on a case scheduled (If) (Entered: 04/03/2000) 


04/03/2000 




Notice of appeal and certified copy of docket to USCA: [120-1] appeal by Advanced 
Cardio Sys. (dab) (Entered: 04/03/2000) 


04/03/2000 




copies to The Honorable Sue L. Robinson, Patricia Smink Rogowski, Frederick L. 
Cottrell, EQ (dab) (Entered: 04/03/2000) 


04/06/9000 


1 94 


T *»ttpr rlntprl 4/^/00 frr\m T^rpHprifl^ f^ottrptl TTT Pqo to Hpt^iitv plprV T PripHVin* T?P" 

l^CLLCI UxHCU *t/U/V/V/ II r l CUCl V^UlliCll, J-LL ? LoU. IKJ UCUUljf VlCliV, 1^. 1 HGUTiJlL, Ivt . 

supp tying court with executed copy of 3/3 1/00 letter to the court (If) (Entered: 
04/U7/2U0U) 


04/06/2000 




Tele-conference held, Robinson, J., sitting; Rptr: B. Gaffigan (If) (Entered: 04/12/2000) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?. 



16/87 



5/14/2012 CM/ECF LIVE - U.S. District Courtrded 



04/07/2000 




NOTICE of Docketing ROA from USCA Re: [120-1] appeal by Advanced Cardio 
Sys. USCA NUMBER: 00-5230 (If) (Entered: 04/1 1/2000) 


04/07/2000 


125 


Steno Notes for 4/6/00; Rptr: B. Gaffigan (If) (Entered: 04/1 1/2000) 


04/07/2000 


126 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. with Proposed Order for Joseph Brooks, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/1 1/2000) 


04/07/2000 


127 


MOTION by Medtronic AVE, Inc. with Proposed Order for Edgar H. Martin, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 04/1 1/2000) 


04/10/2000 


128 


Transcript requested [120-1] appeal by Advanced Cardio Sys. ; Transcript already on 
file in the D.C. Clerk's office (If) (Entered: 04/1 1/2000) 


04/1 0/2000 


129 


CFRTTFTC ATF OF SFRVICE bv Medtronic AVE Inc Re* obiecitons and resoonses 
to deft Advanced Cardiovascular Systems Inc. 2nd set of interrogs (nos. 12-13) (If) 
(Entered: 04/12/2000) 


04/1 1/2000 


130 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 4/6/00; Rptr: B. gaffigan (If) (Entered: 04/12/2000) 


04/1 2/2000 




So Ordered pranttrtf* M 27-1 1 motion for Edear FT Martin Rso to Annear Pro Hac 
Vice, granting [126-1] motion for Joseph Brooks, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 04/1 7/2000) 


04/14/2000 


131 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: Responses to 1st set of 
interrogs of Medtronic AVE, Inc. (If) (Entered: 04/17/2000) 


04/18/2000 


132 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Objections and responses 
to deft's 3rd set of interrogs (nos. 14-31) (If) (Entered: 04/20/2000) 


04/20/2000 


133 


JUDGMENT OF USCA (certified copy) Re: motion to file under seal is granted (If) 
(Entered: 04/24/2000) 


04/24/2000 


134 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: response to the 2nd set 
of interrogs (If) (Entered: 04/27/2000) 


04/25/2000 




Certified and transmitted certified list in lieu of record to T I S C!ourt of Anneals* fl 20- 1 1 

V 'V/l Li-LlV-Vi CUlVl U. CUlOllllLL^VJ vvl lllXWVl llOL 111 11WL* \J 1 1 vvvJ \X Iv \~J • U . V>UUll vl ilL/UvtlJiJi 1 1 X* \J XI 

appeal by Advanced Cardio Sys. Record is ready for appeal purposes, (dab) (Entered: 
04/25/2000) 


04/26/2000 


135 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc. objections and responses to 
deft's 3rd set of interrogs (nos. 14-31) (If) (Entered: 04/28/2000) 


04/27/2000 


136 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.re: Subpoena on Dr. Simon 
Stertzer for the production of documents and things (If) (Entered: 04/28/2000) 


04/27/2000 


137 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. Subpoena on Michael 
Boneau for the production of documents and things (If) (Entered: 04/28/2000) 


05/05/2000 


139 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Pkf s 3rd set of interrogs to 
deft (nos. 26-28) (If) (Entered: 05/1 1/2000) 


05/08/2000 


138 


Return Acknowledgment of certified copy of docket entries and certified list in lieu of 
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record with Transcript Purchase order (If) (Entered: 05/1 1/2000) 


05/08/2000 


140 


Letter dated 5/8/00 from Patricia S. Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: filing new 
proposed scheduling order (If) (Entered: 05/1 1/2000) 


05/08/2000 


141 


Proposed Scheduling Order filed by Arterial Vascular, Advanced Cardio Sys., 
Medtronic AVE, Inc. (If) (Entered: 05/1 1/2000) 


05/09/2000 


142 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for Ronald Perez, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 05/1 1/2000) 


05/10/2000 


143 


JUDGMENT OF USCA (certified copy) Re: motion to stay proceedings pending 
appeal and accompanying briefe referred to the merits panel (If) (Entered: 05/12/2000) 


OS/1 0/9000 


144 


TT TDfTN/TRNT OF T TS(^ A frprrifipd con\A Rp* motion to filp under <;pa1 mpmo in 

opposition to appellant's motion for a stay of proceeding is granted (If) (Entered: 
05/12/2000) 


05/15/2000 




So Ordered [141-1] proposed order ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties. (1Q (Entered: 05/16/2000) 


05/15/2000 




So Ordered granting [142-1] motion for Ronald Perez, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 05/16/2000) 


05/16/2000 




Deadline updated; set Scheduling Order Deadlines: joining of parties, amended 
nlppiHino^ on S/1 7/00 Dkpovptv HpfiHlinp on 8/9S/00 Dpadltnp for filinp disnositivG 

motions by 12/1/00 Pretrial conference by 4/12/01 Trial Date Deadline 4/23/01 (If) 
(Entered: 05/16/2000) 


05/17/2000 


146 


STIPULATION with proposed order for motions to join and amend pleadings to be 
filed on 5/22/00 (It) (Entered: 05/22/2000) 


05/18/2000 


145 


ORDER, telecnf. scheduled for 6/8/00 to discuss the scheduling of settlement cnf. ( 
signed by Judge Mary P. Thynge ) copies to: cnsl (M) (Entered: 05/22/2000) 


05/18/2000 


147 


NOTICE of change of address of the law firm - FULWIDER PATTON LEE & 
UTECHT, LLP (If) (Entered: 05/22/2000) 


05/77/2000 


148 

1 to 


^ITTPT IT ATTfTN with nrono^pH orHpr* Rpvkhk* ^rhpHiilinp ordpr to rpflprt tart 

O X 1A. A-^lY 1 1 V_/ 1 ^< Willi UlUUUoVU UlU^l) IWVDUJg DVll^UUUllg Ul VI VI I.KJ Ivlltvl t 

discovery deadline extended to 9/19/00; joinder and amendment of pleadings extended 
to 6/19/00 (If) (Entered: 05/24/2000) 


05/23/2000 


149 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; 2nd set of rqsts for 
production of documents and things to deft (nos. 1 13-144) (If) (Entered: 05/26/2000) 


05/23/2000 




So Ordered granting [146-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 05/26/2000) 


05/30/2000 




So Ordered granting [148-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 05/31/2000) 


06/05/2000 


150 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. Re: responses to the 3rd set 
of interrogs of Medtronic (nos. 26-28) ' (If) (Entered: 06/06/2000) 
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06/07/2000 


151 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena to Custodian 
of Records Heller, Ehrman, White & McAuliffe (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/07/2000 


152 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Subpoena to Bruce Barclay 
(If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/07/2000 


153 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Subpoena to Amalco Metals, 
Inc. (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/07/2000 


154 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena to Avegel 
Hernando (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/07/2000 


155 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc. subpoena to custodian of 
records for Fuhvider Patton Lee and Utechm LLP (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/07/2000 


156 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc. subpoena for William Hartigan 
(If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/08/2000 


157 


ORDER, telecnf. scheduled for 12/1 1/00 to discuss status of case ( signed by Judge 
Mary P. Thynge ) copies to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/09/2000 


158 


MOTION by W.L. Gore & Assoc. for Protective Order (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/09/2000 


159 


Opening Brief Filed by W.L. Gore & Assoc. [158-1] motion for Protective Order - 
Answer Brief due 6/23/00 (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/09/2000 


160 


AFFIDAVIT by W.L. Gore & Assoc. of John S. Campbell (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/09/2000 


161 


AFFIDAVIT by W.L. Gore & Assoc. of John Sininger (If) (Entered: 06/09/2000) 


06/13/2000 


162 


Letter dated 6/13/00 from Jeffrey Moyer, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re; submitting letter 
outlining matters to be discussed during the 6/14/00 telecnf (If) (Entered: 06/14/2000) 


06/13/2000 


163 


Letter dated 6/13/00 from Pat Rogowski, Esq. to Judge RObinson; Re: identifying 
issues to be discussed during the 6/14/00 telecnf (If) (Entered: 06/14/2000) 


06/14/2000 




Tele-conference held, RObinson, J., sitting; Rptr: K. Maurer (If) (Entered: 06/20/2000) 


06/15/2000 


164 


STIPULATION and proposed order amending scheduling order amendment of 
pleadings due 6/29/00 (If) (Entered: 06/19/2000) 


06/19/2000 




So Ordered granting [164- 1 ] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 06/21/2000) 


06/20/2000 


165 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 6/14/00; Rptr: K. Maurer (If) (Entered: 06/20/2000) 


06/20/2000 


166 


Steno Notes for 6/14/00; Rptr: K. Maurer (If) (Entered: 06/20/2000) 


06/23/2000 


167 


STIPULATION with proposed order for WL Gore to file opposition to motion for a 
protective order by 7/1 1/00 (If) (Entered: 06/27/2000) 


C\C 1*1 H AAA 

06/27/2000 


1 CO 

168 


CbKlIrlLAlb Or SbKVICb by Advanced Cardio ays. responses to Medtronic 
AVE, Inc's 2nd set of rqsts for production of documents and thing? (nos. 113- 144) (If) 
(Entered: 06/28/2000) 
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06/28/2000 


169 


Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic AVE, Inc. [1 58- 1 ] motion for Protective Order - 
Reply Brief due 7/5/00 (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 06/29/2000) 


06/28/2000 


170 


Appendix to Brief Filed by Medtronic AVE, Inc. Appending [169-1] answer brief 
(SEALED) (If) (Entered: 06/29/2000) 


06/28/2000 




So Ordered granting [1 67- 1 ] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 06/30/2000) 


uo/zy/zuuu 


1 7 1 
1/1 


ukl/hk, pm rqst ior prouucuon oi /vi^o pending applications wnicn cianii uic aaiiic 
priority as ACS' patents in suit is DENIED ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies 
to: cnsl (If) (Entered: 06/30/2000) 


06/29/2000 


172 


STIPULATION with proposed order extending deadline of amendment of pleadings to 
7/25/00 (If) (Entered: 06/30/2000) 


06/30/2000 




So Ordered granting [1 72- 1 ] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 07/05/2000) 


07/07/2000 


180 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Subpoena of Dr. Azam 
Anwar (If) (Entered: 07/18/2000) 


07/10/2000 


173 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena of Carpenter 
Technology Corp. and W.L. Gors Associates (If) (Entered: 07/18/2000) 


07/10/2000 


174 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena for George 
Cooper, Esq. (If) (Entered: 07/18/2000) 


07/10/2000 


175 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena for Cifton 
Thompson, Esq. (If) (Entered: 07/18/2000) 


07/10/2000 


176 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc. subpoena for Michi Garrison 
(If) (Entered: 07/1 8/2000) 


07/10/2000 


177 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: subpoena for Barry 
Davidson (If) (Entered: 07/1 8/2000) 


07/11/2000 


178 


Repry Brief Filed by W.L. Gore & Assoc. [158-1] motion for Protective Order (If) 
(Entered: 07/1 8/2000) 


07/13/2000 


179 


Letter dated 7/13/00 from Patricia Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: Rqst oral 
argument on motion for a protective order (If) (Entered: 07/1 8/2000) 


07/14/2000 


181 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Subpoena in a civil case to 
i^rosoy, rieary, Koacn oc iviay, to jonn rranizen, io rarnaa jvnrosravi, to i^avia 
Larwood; to Lilip Lau; to David Makous to Michael Orth and to Wilfred Samson (If) 
(Entered: 07/1 9/2000) 


07/19/2000 


182 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Phf s 3rd set of rqsts for 
production of documents and things (nos. 145-147) (If) (Entered: 07/21/2000) 


07/21/2000 


183 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: 4th set of interrogs (nos. 
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32-34) (If) (Entered: 07/24/2000) 


07/2S/2000 


184 

1 o~ 


CFRTTFTC ATF OF SFRVTCF hv Medtronic AVF Tnc Re - Notice of denositions of 
Advanced Cardiovascular Systems andFuhvider Patton Lee and Utecht (If) (Entered: 
07/28/2000) 




185 


CFRTTFTC ATF OF SFRVTCF bv Medtronic AVF Inc * Re* Notices of denositions of 
Bruce Barclay, Beverly Huss 3 Farhad Khosravi, Elizabeth McDermott, Michael Orth, 
Wilfred Samson, Gary Schneiderman and Carl Simpson (M) (Entered: 07/28/2000) 


07/25/2000 


186 


STIPULATION with proposed order for motions to join and amend pleadings 
deadlines extended to 8/9/00 (H) (Entered: 07/28/2000) 


07/95/7000 


1 87 


CFRTTFTCATF OF SFRVTCF bv Advanced Cardio Svs * Re* Sunnlemental resnonses 
to Medtronic's 2nd set of rqsts for production of documents and things (nos. 133-1 34) 
(If) (Entered: 07/28/2000) 


07/31/2000 


188 


Letter dated 7/3 1/00 from Frederick Cottrell, HI, Esq. to judge Robinson; Re: filing 
proposed protective order (If) (Entered: 08/02/2000) 


07/31/2000 


189 


Proposed Protective Order filed by Arterial Vascular, Advanced Cardio Sys., 
Medtronic AVE, Inc. (If) (Entered: 08/02/2000) 


08/01/2000 




So Ordered granting [1 86- 1 ] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 08/01/2000) 


08/02/2000 




So Ordered [1 89- 1 ] proposed order ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties. (If) (Entered: 08/07/2000) 


08/03/2000 


190 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Subpoena in a civil case 
for Bruce Barclay, Farhad Khosravi and Michael Orth (If) (Entered: 08/07/2000) 


08/04/7000 


1 91 

i y x 


T pttpr HatpH R/4/00 from Frpdprirk" f^ottrpll Fsn to TiiHpp Robinson* Rp* submitting 

.L/Vllv/l UCVt^vi O/ i / \J \J 11 Will 1 1 vUWl IvA V_/\JIU S^ll^ l_/0 vJ . lAJ JUugv AVv/l/lllOv/ll^ AW. OUUllllLlllU^ 

letter outlining key issues to be discussed during 8/7/00 telecnf. (If) (Entered: 
08/07/2000) 


08/04/9000 

V/O/ V/T7 ^uvU 


1 9? 


T p»ttpr Hatprl R/4/00 from P^trifia Smtnlr Rooow^lri F^o to TiiHop RObtnson* Rp* 

JL^ll^l UdLt-VJ O/ t / \J \J 11 will 1 GL1 IV Id L-JlimiTV IVUtw WOJvij JLaJVJ . WJ JUUgv lVV_y L/lllOWllj lVv. 

submitting agenda as to what issues will be discussed during 8/7/00 hearing (If) (Entered: 
08/07/2000) 


08/07/2000 




Tele-conference held, Robinson, J., sitting Rptr: B. gaffigna (If) (Entered: 08/07/2000) 


08/07/2000 


193 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Re: Notice of deposition (If) 
(Entered: 08/08/2000) 


08/09/2000 


194 


Steno Notes for 8/7/00; Rptr: B. Gaffigna (If) (Entered: 08/10/2000) 


08/09/2000 


195 


NOTICE of WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION FOR REARGUMENT by Advanced 
Cardio Sys. (If) (Entered: 08/10/2000) 


08/09/2000 


196 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 8/7/00; Rptr: B. Gaffigan 
(If) (Entered: 08/10/2000) 
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08/10/2000 


197 


STIPULATION with proposed order for motions to join and amend pleadings by 
8/23/00 (If) (Entered: 08/10/2000) 


08/10/2000 




So Ordered granting [197-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 08/15/2000) 


08/14/2000 


198 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Subpoena in a civil case for 
John Frantzen, William Hartigan, Lilip Lau, and Sharon Lam Wang (If) (Entered: 
08/16/2000) 


08/15/2000 


199 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: subpoena of Matthew 
Birdsall (If) (Entered: 08/16/2000) 


08/15/2000 


200 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: Subpoena to Bradley 
Jendersee (If) (Entered: 08/16/2000) 


08/15/2000 


201 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Re: Subpoena to Kevin 
Bedsole (If) (Entered: 08/16/2000) 


08/17/2000 


202 


Letter dated 8/17/00 from Patricia S. ROgowski, Esq. to Judge RObinson; Re: rqst 
guidance as to discovery issue (If) (Entered: 08/1 8/2000) 


08/17/2000 


203 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Arterial Vascular; Re: Deposition of deft (If) 
(Entered: 08/1 8/2000) 


08/18/2000 


204 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Subpoena and notice of 
deposition of Mr. Benito Hidalgo on 9/12/00 and subpoena and notice of deposition to 
Dr. Azam Anwar for 9/1 3/00 (If) (Entered: 08/24/2000) 


08/1 8/2000 


205 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE bv Advanced Cardio Svs • Re* resoonses to Medtronic 
AVE, Inc's 3rd set of rqsts for production of documents (nos. 145-147) (If) (Entered: 
08/24/2000) 


08/18/2000 


206 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Michael Boneau on 8/30/00 
(If) (Entered: 08/24/2000) 


08/22/2000 


207 


Letter dated 8/22/00 from Frederick CottrelL Jr.. Esa. to Judee RObinson: Re: 
response to court's invitation to address the objections which the parties anticipate may 
arise during deposition of Dr. Gary Schneiderman (If) (Entered: 08/24/2000) 


08/22/2000 


208 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. ; Re: Subpoena of James 
Eakin, Esq. (If) (Entered: 08/24/2000) 


08/22/2000 


209 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys.; Subpoena to custodian of 
records for McDermott, Wffl and Emery (If) (Entered: 08/24/2000) 


08/22/2000 


210 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE bv Arterial Vascular objections and resoonses to defts 
3rd set of rqsts for production of documents and things (nos. 1 2 1 - 1 32) (If) (Entered: 
08/24/2000) 


08/23/2000 


211 


STIPULATION with proposed order for motion to join and to amend pleadings be filed 
9/13/00 (If) (Entered: 08/29/2000) 
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08/29/2000 




So Ordered granting [211-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 09/01/2000) 


08/29/2000 


212 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Objections and responses to 
defts 4th set of interrogs (nos. 32-34) (If) (Entered: 09/01/2000) 


08/31/2000 


213 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Medtronic AVE employees 
on 9/12/00 - 10/31/00 (If) (Entered: 09/06/2000) 


08/31/2000 


214 


NOTICE of objections to Notice of deposition of Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, 
Inc. noticed on 8/4/00 by Advanced Cardio Sys. (If) (Entered: 09/06/2000) 


08/31/2000 


215 


NOTICE of Objections to notice of deposition of Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, 
Inc. noticed on 8/15/00 by Advanced Cardio Sys. (If) (Entered: 09/06/2000) 


09/05/2000 


216 


Letter dated 9/5/00 from Frederick Cottrell, HI, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re; outlining 
agenda for 9/6/00 telecnf (If) (Entered: 09/1 1/2000) 


09/05/2000 


217 


Letter dated 9/5/00 from Patricia Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: agenda for 
9/6/00 telecnf. (If) (Entered: 09/1 1/2000) 


09/06/2000 


218 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. with Proposed Order for David Pitman, Esq. to 
Appear Pro Hac Vice (If) (Entered: 09/1 1/2000) 


09/06/2000 




Tele-conference held, Robinson, J., sitting; Rptr; V> Guning (If) (Entered: 09/1 1/2000) 


09/08/2000 


219 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 9/6/00; Rptr: V. Gunning (If) (Entered: 09/1 1/2000) 


09/08/2000 


220 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Medtronic AVE, Inc. on 
9/22/00 (If) (Entered: 09/1 2/2000) 


09/08/2000 


221 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Medtronic AVE, Inc. on 
9/29/00 (If) (Entered: 09/12/2000) 


09/08/2000 


222 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Robert Lashinski on 9/27/00 
(If) (Entered: 09/12/2000) 


09/08/2000 


223 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. to take deposition of Medtronic AVE, Inc. on 
9/19/00 (If) (Entered: 09/12/2000) 


09/08/2000 


224 


MOTTO N hv Medtronic A VF Tnc with Pronosed Order for Protective Order allowing 

lVlV/ 1 2l 1<»UUU1Uv I V T J /. ±1 lv* . Willi X 1 vUV/OVrU V_-/ 1 vl IVJl X lUlVvUVV V/lUvl Ullv VV 11 Ifa 

redaction of limited information from manufacturing process documents (If) (Entered: 
09/12/2000) 


09/08/2000 


225 


Onpntnc* Rrief Filed hv \ZTedtronic AVF Tnc T224- 1 1 motion for Protective Order 
allowing redaction of limited information from manufacturing process documents - 
Answer Brief due 9/22/00 (If) (Entered: 09/12/2000) 


09/08/2000 


252 


T fitter to Tndoe Rohtn^on from F DiOiovanni enc lo^tnp certain documents for in camera 

1_/V^ LL^l Iv JUUgt AVV^l^illOVJll 11 Will X . IS 1 VJ t\J V dl 11 11 l/llVlv/OHXi^ vVl IX4J11 VXl/V^UlllwlllO 1\JL 111 VUillCl t* 

inspection in connection with 9/6/2000 telecnf; matter more fully described in DI#225. 
(fint) (Entered: 07/15/2002) 


09/11/2000 




So Ordered granting [218-1] motion for David Pitman, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
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signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties. (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


226 


Letter dated 9/13/00 from Patricia S. Rogowski, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: rqst that 
court rule on motion for protective order (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


227 


Letter dated 9/13/00 from Frederick CottrelL III Esa. to Judge Robinson: Re: filing 
courtesy copies ACS's opposition to AVE's motion for protective order (If) (Entered: 
09/14/2000) 


09/1 3/2000 


228 


RESPONSE by Advanced Cardio Sys. in opposition to [224-1] motion for Protective 
Order allowing redaction of limited information from manufacturing process documents 
(SEALED) (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


229 


Declaration of Paul O'Brien (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


230 


Declaration of K.T. Venkateswara-Rao (SEALED) (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


231 


NOTICE of record from USDC District of Columbia (Gore's objections to subpoena 
transferred from USDC District of Columbia) (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/13/2000 


232 


STIPULATION with proposed order; Re: motions to join other parties and amend 
pleadings due 9/20/00 (If) (Entered: 09/14/2000) 


09/14/2000 




So Ordered granting [232-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 09/18/2000) 


09/14/2000 


233 


letter dated 9/14/00 from Patricia S Roeowski Esa to Judee Robinson: Re: 

medtronic AVE write to briefly correct apparent minunderstanding included in ACS's 
opposition to AVE's motion for protective order (If) (Entered: 09/1 8/2000) 


09/18/2000 


234 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic AVE, Inc.; Objections and responses to 
deft ACS subpoena in a civil case to Robert Lashinski; Medtronic objections and 
responses to defts ACS subpoena in a civil case to Kevin Bedsole; Kevin Bedsole 
objections and resnonses to deft ACS subooena in a civl case and Robert Lashinskfs 
objections and responses to defts ACS's subpoena in a civil case (If) (Entered: 
09/22/2000) 


09/20/2000 


235 


STIPULATION with proposed order for all motions to join other parties and amend 
due by 9/27/00 (If) (Entered: 09/22/2000) 


09/22/2000 




So Ordered granting [235-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 09/27/2000) 


09/28/2000 


236 


STIPULATION with proposed order for motions to join other parties and amend 
pleadings by 10/4/00 (If) (Entered: 10/03/2000) 


10/03/2000 




So Ordered granting [236-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 10/10/2000) 


10/04/2000 


237 


STIPULATION and proposed order that all motions to join other parties and amend 
pleadings shall be filed on or before 10/1 1/00 (If) (Entered: 10/10/2000) 


10/05/2000 


238 


Letter dated 10/5/00 from Frederick Cottrell, IH, Esq. to Judge Robinson; Re: ACS 
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rqst that court vacate 9/29/00 order in 98-3 14 (If) (Entered: 10/1 1/2000) 


10/10/2000 




So Ordered granting [237-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties. (If) (Entered: 10/11/2000) 


10/11/2000 


239 


STIPULATION with proposed order for all motions to join and amend pleadings 
extended to 10/25/00 (If) (Entered: 10/12/2000) 


10/25/2000 


240 


STIPULATION with proposed order; Re: motions to join other parties and amend 
pleadings due 11/1/00 (If) (Entered: 10/26/2000) 


10/27/2000 




So Ordered granting [240-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
aD parties. (If) (Entered: 10/27/2000) 


11/01/2000 


241 


STIPULATION with proposed order ext. tim e till 1 1/8/00 for filing of motions to join 
other parties & amend pleadings, (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/06/2000) 


1 1 /OR/9flftO 




Qr\ OrHf^rpH crr^ntincr f741 - 1 1 ctTnntatinn rpQpf ^phpfhiKricy OrHpr T^pjiHIttip^* lOTntncx of 

ij\J WILICXCU ^<tllllllii L J •JWPWu^WUll IvoCl O^llt-UUllllg, \JL Utl X-ZCClUliHt'O . JWllllllg Ul 

parties, amended pleadings on 1 1/8/00 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties, (bkb) (Entered: 11/09/2000) 


11/08/2000 


242 


STIPULATION with proposed order ext. till 1 1/10/00 time to file motions to join other 
parties and amend pleadings, (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/09/2000) 


11/09/2000 




So Ordered granting [242-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties, (bkb) (Entered: 11/13/2000) 


11/09/2000 




Deadline updated; reset Scheduling Order Deadlines: joining of parties, amended 
pleadings on 1 1/13/00 (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/13/2000) 


1 1/09/2000 


243 


Letter to Judge Robinson from Mr. Cottrell re joint motion to amend pleading? & to stay 
proceedings and stay of this litigatioa (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/13/2000) 


1 1 /nQ/9000 


744 


TOrMT A /TO 1 1 rVNJ h\/ Arfprinl X/nQPiilar AHvanrprl f^arHio to AmpnH PIpaHino^ 

1 IVIV-/ Hv/IN UY /AIlCIlcll VCloL'UJal, /AU VdllL'CLi \s CU VllVJ OYo. tU ^VlllfcllU. A ICClUlll^ZJ , 

and to Stay Proceedings re: [244- 1] joint motion, re: [244-2] joint motion (bkb) 
(Entered: 11/13/2000) 


1 1/09/2000 


245 


STIPULATION, with proposed order, staying all proceedings until 8/3 1/02 or until final 

rpeotiition ofthp 9 annpnk rpferpnrpfl m thp Qtin • ra<2PQ (C* A QR-RO* Rr f\\ 

ICoUlUllUIl Ul UlC Z. CtUUCClJo IClClCIlvCii 111 UlC ollLJ., taoCo \^V^^V 70 OU, 70 J It OC JO 

shall be administratively closed until that date, see stip. for further details, (bkb) 
Modified on 1 1/16/2000 (Entered: 1 1/13/2000) 


11/15/2000 




So Ordered granting [245-1] stipulation ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to 
all parties, (bkb) (Entered: 11/16/2000) 


11/15/2000 




Case closed (bkb) (Entered: 1 1/16/2000) 


12/01/2000 


246 


ORDER, set Telephone Conference for 4:00 12/1 1/00 ( signed by Judge Mary P. 
Thynge ) copies to: cnsL (bkb) (Entered: 12/1 1/2000) 


04/1 9/?0f)1 


948 


T f*ttpr to TiiHcrp RohinQon from \A WalHron C^lprV ofTTSf^A flttaohtnf* rorrPCtiorK to 

1_/Vlld IKJ JUUgv JXAJUllloUll 11 \J111 1V1. VV &1VJ1 Wllj Itl IV Ul w O v^/l. ? ClXLClV^illll^ vUl 1 V^V/ 11W1 JO LU 

be made to the slip opinion filed on 4/1 7/01 (USCA Docket No. 00-5230) for CA 
Nos. 98-80, 98-314, 98-316. (rid) Modified on 07/17/2001 (Entered: 07/17/2001) 
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04/1 9/2001 


249 


ORDFR AMFNDTNG OPTNTON OF 4/1 7/01 of T ISC A for the Third Circuit- nntinp 
that the words Releases" and "discharges" appearing on page four should not appear in 
italicized print, (rid) (Entered: 07/17/2001) 


05/14/2001 


250 


JUDGMENT and OPINION OF USCA (certified copy) Re: CA Nos. 98-80, 98-3 14, 

QX-^1fi fTTSr'A DnrVet No 00-S?^0V AflinHapH and Ordered that the Order entered 

on 9/30/99 is hereby affirmed all in accordance with the opinion of this court; dated 
4/1 7/0 1 . (rid) Modified on 07/1 7/200 1 (Entered: 07/1 7/200 1 ) 


no/? 001 

uJ/ Jv/ Z»V/V/ 1 




lVTOTTO^ Hv lV/TpHttYvnif* A\/T< Trip with T^rnnnQpH OrHpr fnr RarYhapl \f T unn T^ntrna 

1\1\J X x\y 1 ^ \J\ IVlvUU UlJiV fx V 11 1C. WILLI A. l\JVJ\JJ^\X V/lUWl 1U1 XV&llJllClL/l V . x^lMJKJ^ l-J\JLlxltX 

M. Tanguay, Mark G. Davis, and Natalia V. Blinkova to Appear Pro Hac Vice (rid) 
(Entered: 06/05/2001) 






Sin OrHprpH crrantincr r947- 1 1 mntinn fnr Ranhapl V T imn Donna 1VT TpincniAV Mark 

G. Davis, and Natalia V. Blinkova to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 06/06/2001) 


02/05/2002 


251 


STIPULATION Modifying Protective Order with proposed order (rid) (Entered: 
02/06/2002) 


02/05/2002 




Case reopened (rid) (Entered: 02/06/2002) 


02/06/2002 




So Ordered granting [251-1] simulation MODIFYING PROTECTIVE ORDER ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 02/06/2002) 


02/06/2002 




Case closed (rid) (Entered: 02/06/2002) 


08/30/2002 


253 


STIPULATION to extend the stay currently in place in this case; with proposed order 
(rid) (Entered: 08/30/2002) 


09/0 V? 00? 




Sin OrrlprpH orantinc T9^^-1 1 limitation tn pvtpnH ttmp nftHp <itfiv nirrpntK/ in nlapp k 

OU V/lUtlCU i^LClllllllc^ [^JJ 1J ollLJUJcllIVJll l\J ^AXS^llKJ. Ill 11 V Ul U.1V OulJ vUllt/llLlv 111 VJl£X\;\s lo 

extended through 3/3/2003( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, 
(fint) (Entered: 09/03/2002) 


03/20/2003 


254 


Letter to Judge Robinson from P. Smink Rogowski re stay; stay has expired and Court 
requested a status letter; both parties retained new lead counsel; parties are conferring 
on the extent amendments may be required to update the pleading? and on dates for a 

r^rnnncprl QpVipHiilmcr cwder tn Qiihmit tn tVip f^mtrt" ohnnlH thp ■nnrtipc nnt rp^pn 

U1UUUSCU o^ll^ULlllLlg, KJl ClVl IKJ oUUlllll l\J Ulw V^tJUl l ? ol l\J LUvl UlV Uai 11UL iw&l'll 

agreement will contact the Court to arrange for a telephone conf (fint) (Entered: 
03/21/2003) 


03/20/2003 




Case reopened (rid) (Entered: 08/04/2003) 


05/09/9003 


255 


* *Tprmfn?»tpH uttnmpv PiTfripiPi ^mtnlr l?noowQk~i tni* \/fpHtr*nnip A\/T^ Tnp T^ntirp of* 
l Cllliuicii^ii dinjiiity x duic id lJ urn irv i\aj idvj w orvi iui lvic^Liiiuiiiv' i* v xiiv. l^iV/iiC't/ kjl 

attorney appearance for Medtronic AVE, Inc. by Philip Henry Bangle (rid) (Entered: 
05/09/2003) 


06/16/2003 


256 


ORDER DIRECTING RETURN of SEALED DOCUMENTS to the Parties ( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsl (fint) (Entered: 06/16/2003) 


07/09/2003 


257 


Letter to Clerk from F. Cottrell, HI re Clerk's letter dated 7/7/03; the case was placed 
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nn aHrviiriiQtrjittvp plndirp "fnr an PYtpnHpH nprinH nfttmp* thp Qt^v k now nvpr anH thp 

Ull ullllllllloll allVC L/lVJoUlw i\Jv all VAl^lllit/U UWllUU KJL III lit. Hit olclY lO UvW UVtl CU1U UlV 

case will proceed forward; file should not be sent to the National Archives and Records 
Center; ask to keep all confidential filings under seal (fint) (Entered: 07/09/2003) 


07/1 o/?o(n 




T fvH-pr tn f^lprk from TapnViQ T /YiiHpn rp D T ^9^7* r\ft"f Artprial X/a^nilfir 

l^CllCl LU V^lCllV liUlllJV* JawUO -LAJUUdllt l-Al. TT £*J / 5 JJ1L1. ivi Itl Kll V CtolsUKU 

Engineering, Inc. concurs that the case is proceeding forward; case file should not be 
archived (fint) (Entered: 07/1 1/2003) 


OX/01 /2001 




t .ptfpr to rn^l from ClprV nf thp Court ^tatinc* that ^hfnmpnt of ^ pa led documents to 

JLjV^llC'l WJ L/lliJl* 11 Will V_/lwlJV \JL UJV \_/V/Ull i3 idlll lp. Uldt OlULyiliWllL Vl OVCUVvl VJW V UllllwllLO tV/ 

archives will be placed on hold as the stay in this case has been lifted, (rid) (Entered: 
08/04/2003) 


08/08/2003 


260 


ORDER, set Tele- Scheduling Conference for 9:00 9/3/03 ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 08/08/2003) 


08/98/700^ 


Z.U 1 


ORTYFT? Qpt Tn-nprcon cphpHiiltncx f^onfprpnpp for 0*00 Q/^/0^ tprminatpH HpaHltnpQ" 

V_/lVL/lJyl\^ ovl ±11 UvldVll ol/ll^UUllllt^ V^UlUfc-l C11L/C IXJl Zs .\J\J DlXJ D 9 ItilllllKlltU. Liwd^iilliwo ? 

canceled Teleconf for 9/3/03 at 9:00 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: 
cnsl (fint) Modified on 08/28/2003 (Entered: 08/28/2003) 


09/02/2003 


263 


Letter to Judge Robinson from P. Bangle re scheduling conference (fint) Modified on 
09/04/2003 (Entered: 09/04/2003) 


00/0^/900^ 




r\Tr\tipp A'PT^pTifiPtiPv froin thp c oiift to t^latntiff'lMpHtroriif* A\/T^ \wc • Iptfpi* Hatpn 

INUllwC Ul .L/Cllvldlw V 111/111 U1C tUUll WJ UlcUllllll I\MC/U.lHJlllV A V l^j 11 ? It lit 1 Udlt/U 

9/2/03 (original filed in 03-402); the letter was captioned with 98-80-SLR as well; need 
an original filed in this case (fint) (Entered: 09/03/2003) 


09/03/2003 




Scheduling Conference held; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) 
(Entered: 09/03/2003) 


09/03/2003 




Hearing held; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning; re Medtronic/Cordis 
agreement and Arb. Provisions (fint) (Entered: 09/04/2003) 


09/04/9003 




T ^ffpf \r\ Fjpni it\/ f~MprV T'aQQnnp "frntn P Rancxlp pnplnQincx nricrtnal Ipttpr CC\ T H 0f%\\ 

1XLIC1 WJ L/CUUIV \_/ldlv iClOoUllt' 11U111 IT . UdlliilC tllL'lUolli^ \Ji IgJAl&l It lit 1 ^L/.A. ft Z,UJ J 

pursuant to notices; not resending the letters to other people who were copied on the 
letter (fint) (Entered: 09/04/2003) 


09/04/2003 


265 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] Scheduling conference for dates of 9/3/03; Judge Robinson 
presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 09/05/2003) 


09/11/2003 


266 


** Terminated attorney Patricia Smink Rogowski for Arterial Vascular Notice of 

jittrnripv at"*i*\Pi}r?mpp few Artprial \ZaQPii1ar hv T^arpn Tapnrw T nnrlptv lV/fpHtrnnip Ttip 
ciiwJins^y djjpcdi diicc iui /Tiiciicii Vaotuitii uy xvaivii jci^vjuo ukj\j\x\h\^ ivxtuu.uiiiC',, 111c 

acquired AVE, Inc. in January 1999, Medtronic, AVE is the name of the resulting entity 
(rid) (Entered: 09/12/2003) 


10/03/2003 


267 


STIPULATION re amended complaints; with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 
10/03/2003) 


10/03/2003 


268 


Letter to Clerk from P. Bangle enclosing blacklined versions of D.I. #s 269 and 270 
(fint) (Entered: 10/06/2003) 


10/03/2003 


269 


Second AMENDED and Supplemental COMPLAINT by Medtronic AVE, Inc. , 
Medtronic USA Inc, against Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 10/07/2003) 
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10/03/2003 


270 


Amended ANSWER and COUNTERCLAIMS of Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and 

\zfpHtrnnip TT^iA Tnr tn AtyiptiHpH anH ^iiTYnlpiYipntnl P nmn la tnt nf AHvfirirpH 

VJlll^/ UuAj XI IV . WJ / Vllltlldt/Vi CU1V4 i*> Uly UlVllltllUli V*>l/lll£JlCUlll Ul AU VCUlv/^U 

Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. and Guidant Sales Corporation; jury demand against 
Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 10/07/2003) 


IU/UO/ZuUj 




Q n OrHprf*H oTfinttno' T967-1 1 Qttnntatinri-all r^rtiPQ m^v flip atnpnHpH pnffmtaint^ hv 

l)U V_/lliClCU c^LCulllUg I^U / 1 J ollpUiaLlUll^ClU UCU llwo HJclY lilt- CullvllUvVl Vl/lllL/l£illlLo UV 

1 0/3/03 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 
10/06/2003) 


10/06/2003 


271 


Second AMENDED and Supplemental COMPLAINT and Demand for Jury Trial (fint) 
(Entered: 10/07/2003) 


10/07/2003 


272 


NOTICE of Name Change by Medtronic Vascular; Medtronic AVE, Inc. has changed 
its name to Medtronic Vascular, Inc. (fint) (Entered: 10/07/2003) 


10/10/9003 


973 


T ot+pr tn TiiHcp T?nHtncnn frnm T* T^ancrlp pnr*1ncincx c\ nrnnncpH ^pHpHnlino OrHpr 

i^CLlCl WJ J UU^C JxAJUliloUll 11 will JT . IJalJg^C CllL-lVJolllg d JJlUJJwotU O^lIC'VlUllLlg V/IU^l 

reflecting the decisions made by the court at the scheduling conf. on 9/3/03 (fint) 
(Entered: 10/10/2003) 


10/10/2003 


274 


Proposed Scheduling Order filed (fint) (Entered: 10/10/2003) 


10/15/2003 




So Ordered [274-1] proposed order set Scheduling Order Deadlines: joining of parties, 
amended pleadings on 2/19/04 Discovery deadline on 7/22/04 Deadline for filing 
dispositive motions by 8/5/04; , a teleconference re the filed summary jgm motions shall 
be initiated by pkf ? s cnsL on 8/12/04; answering briefc due 9/2/04; reply briefe due 
9/16/04; Pretrial conference by 1:00 1/6/05; Jury Trial Date Deadline 930 1/24/05 , 
and set Motion in limine Filing deadline to 1 1/17/04; responses due 12/1/04 , set 1st of 
three Discovery Hearing for 430 1 1/1 8/03; (2nd) for 2/1 7/04; and 3/24/04 all three to 
begin at 4:30 p.m. with a half-hour for each party , set Oral Argument re summary jgm. 
for 1:00 10/21/04 set Brief deadline to 7/29/04 for parties to submit joint claim 
construction statement; opening briefe due 8/5/04; answering briefe due 9/2/04 matter 

rpfprrpH tn \Az\cr TnHcrp TVivncrp fnr T*Mirnr*QP nf pvnlnrinQ Qpttlpmpnt^ qiotipH Hv TiiHop 

IC1CI1CU LU IVld^. JUUgC lllYil^C ISJl pUlJJVJ&t %J1 CApiUlJlJ^ oCLLlVllldlly olg^lCU Uj JUUgC 

Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) Modified on 10/20/2003 (Entered: 
10/17/2003) 


10/15/2003 




Deadline updated; set Telephone Conference for 8/12/04 to be initiated by pltfi 's cnsL 
per D.L 274 re summary jgm motions; no time given (rid) (Entered: 10/20/2003) 


10/90/9003 


97S 


AXF^WPT? tn ^prnnH fltnpnHpH and ^nnnWnpntal rnmnlamt and POT TNTFTCCT ATM 

O W HL-1V WJ OCl/lsllU CUllCllllCU CU l\l O UUJL/lClllCllUll k^UllllJJilllll CUM4 V^v^^/i> X JL^lVv^ 1^/iJJ. VI 

by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales against Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA 
Inc (fint) (Entered: 10/20/2003) 


10/20/2003 


276 


STIPULATION re response to counterclaim deadlines; with proposed order (fint) 
(Entered: 10/20/2003) 


1 0/90/9003 


L 1 I 


demand against Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales by Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and 
Medtronic USA, Inc. (fint) (Entered: 10/21/2003) 


10/21/2003 


278 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for J. 
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Michael Jakes, Esq. Gerald F. Ivey, Esq., Michael A. Morin, Esq., and Andrew J. 
Vance, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 10/21/2003) 


10/22/2003 




So Ordered granting [276-1] stipulation ASC shall respond to any counterclaims set 

forth in nltfc 1 an^wpr to ASf^ 1 ^ 9nH flmpnHpH and <;iinn1pmpnt?il rornri taint which nfrf 

L\JL 111 111 LylLlO . CUJjVVLl IU rVijV-/ O Z«l Iw CUllwllLlwU. CU1U OUlJLslwlllWlilCll VV/llllJltllllL W1UW11 LfltX. 

shall serve by 10/20/03 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) 
(Entered: 10/22/2003) 


10/99/9003 




Co OrHprpH orantincx T97R-1 1 motion for T TVTirhapl Takp^ Fsn Oprald F Tvpv F^n 

l5 \J V/lvltlV'vl fZJ. CXI 1L11 lii 1 ^ / O 1 J lllv/UUll 1U1 J. iV±lt/llclwl JCUV^'D, LOU< VJl/iCUU X • IVvVj IjuU^j 

Michael A. Morin, Esq., and Andrew J. Vance, Esq. to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 10/22/2003) 


10/22/2003 


279 


ORDER setting teleconf for 12/5/03 at 9:00 a.m ( signed by Judge Mary P. Thynge ) 
copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 10/23/2003) 


1 1/03/2003 


280 


ANSWER by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales to [277-2] counter claim (rid) 
(Entered: 1 1/04/2003) 


11/04/2003 


281 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Gerson 
S. Panitch and James R Barney to Appear Pro Hac Vice (rid) (Entered: 1 1/05/2003) 


1 1/05/2003 


282 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 4th set 
of req. for prod, of doc. and things (nos. 148-185) (rid) (Entered: 1 1/06/2003) 


11/05/2003 


283 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re 4th set of 
req. for prod, of doc. and things (nos. 133-169) (rid) (Entered: 1 1/10/2003) 


1 1 /fl7/?nn3 




Ca OrHprf^H orjintfncr T9R1 -.1 1 motion for frprcon ^1 Pi^nitrVi JinH TatriPQ R Rampv to 

l>U V-ZlUCICU gJ-CUltlllg, [ZOl 1 J 111ULHJ11 lv/1 VJCloUll O . A CU11LW11 CU1U Jollity IV. IJaHl^j IKJ 

Appear Pro Hac Vice ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) 
(Entered: 11/10/2003) 


11/10/2003 


284 


ANSWER by Medtronic Vascular to [275-2] counter claim (rid) (Entered: 1 1/13/2003) 


1 1 /1 4/9003 

11/1 t/Z-Uvj 




T iaffpf fr\ TiiHctp T?oHincon from F f^ottrpll TTT rpniiPQtincx nositnonpmpnt of trip F^KPOVPrv 

JLvCHCl LU J lUJiiC XVUUUiowlX 11 Willi . V^VJLUwll, 111 1 CIJ U-t/oLill^ UUdLlJlJll&lllwll Ul Ulv* l/JovUVWlJ 

Conf scheduled for 1 1/1 8/03 at 430 p.m. on behalf of all parties (fint) (Entered: 
11/17/2003) 


11/24/2003 


286 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. J. Louden confirming rescheduling of discovery conf. 
from 1 1/18/03 to 12/19/03 at 8:00 a.m. (rid) (Entered: 1 1/24/2003) 


11/24/2003 




Deadline updated; reset Discovery Hearing for 8^)0 1 2/1 9/03 (rid) (Entered: 
11/24/2003) 




9R0 


PFRTTFTPATF OF ^FRVTPF hv Advanced ParHio ^v<; fTiiiHflnt ^a1p<: rp rp<;non<;e<s 

to 4th set of reqs for prod, of docs and things (Nos. 148-185) (fint) (Entered: 
12/05/2003) 


12/05/2003 


287 


ORDER, set Settlement Conference for 9:00 10/26/04 and 10/27/04 ( signed by Judge 
Mary P. Thynge ) copies to: cnsl (fint) (Entered: 12/05/2003) 


12/05/2003 


288 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re objs 
and responses to 4th set of reqs for prod of docs and things (Nos. 1 33- 169) and ntc. of 
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service (fint) (Entered: 12/05/2003) 


12/16/2003 




Deadline updated; reset Discovery Hearing for 10:00 1/6/04 (rid) (Entered: 
12/16/2003) 




290 


T Af+pf f{\ TiiHqp T?nViTnQfvn frnm JC TarnVw T nnrtpn confirm incr thp flKrnvprv pottF fnr 

J_^- HV^l WJ JUUgV J-VVJ U 11 ID Wl 1 11 VJ111 IV. JClw\JL/0 1~/\J lA\Jl\^l 1 Willll 11111 LI IV UJOw Wl J WsllX* lXJl 

12/19/03 at 8:00 a.m. has been rescheduled for 1/6/04 at 10:00 a.m (fint) (Entered: 
12/19/2003) 


01 /OS/9004 


291 


CFRTTFTCATF OF SFRVTCF hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Tnc re 1 st 

V * 1 ^rv 111 IvA 11_/ V/X OL/lv V lV/i-( Uy IVAVAJLl VJ111V V OoL L41CU ? 1V1VUU ' LJ/v Xi IV IV J. jl 

supplemental objs and responses to 1st set of interrogs (Nos. 1-14) and ntc of service 
(fint) (Entered: 01/05/2004) 


01/05/2004 


292 


Letter to Judge Robinson from J. Heaney re suggested agenda of items to discuss at the 
discovery conference scheduled (fint) (Entered: 01/06/2004) 


01/05/2004 


293 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, HI re agenda for discovery conference (fint) 
(Entered: 01/06/2004) 


01/06/2004 


294 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re ACSs 1st 
supplmental responses to 1st, 2nd, and 3rd sets of interrogs (fint) (Entered: 01/06/2004) 


01/06/2004 


295 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for James 
G. Rizzo to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 01/06/2004) 


01/06/2004 




Discovery hearing held; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning; Held jointly 
with 98-478-SLR and 03-402-SLR (fint) (Entered: 01/07/2004) 


01/06/2004 




So Ordered granting [295-1] motion for James G. Rizzo to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 01/07/2004) 


01/07/2004 


296 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] discovery hearing for dates of 1/6/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 0 1 /07/2004) 


01/13/2004 


297 


MEMORANDUM ORDER denying [224-1] motion for Protective Order allowing 

r(*f\art\r\r\ r\'f\tmxt(*f\ in "forma tir\n frnm rnsirvii'fof'tiirTricx nrnrPQQ HnpiitnpntQ ( qiotipH Hv 
ICUdVUUll yJL iUllllCll UllUIlllcllltJll JIUlll lllilllLiia.L'LLUlllg) jJI UttSo UUCUJllt<Illo ^ oJ^lltU \jy 

Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) Modified on 01/13/2004 (Entered: 
01/13/2004) 


01/22/2004 


298 


NOTICE of Service of Subpoena by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; subpoena 
issued for Bradly A. Jendersee (fint) (Entered: 01/23/2004) 


01/23/2004 


299 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, HI re ACS's production; production is 
substantially complete (fint) (Entered: 01/27/2004) 


01/91/9004 


^00 


AH"ffir t Qtir\n T? era t*H rn rr T^r\r*i im^nt Prnrlnptinn V^v lVAf^nfmnif* \7cicf*iil5i'r IVApHtTYMliP T In A 
v^CrililLallUIl IVCgdlUlIlg, JL/UCLUIICIH r IUUUCUUI1 Uy 1V1CUUUIUL' VctoL'UJal, lVlCUUUIllc UOn. 

Inc; prod, of docs, required to be completed as of 12/4/03 is substantially complete 
(fint) (Entered: 01/27/2004) 


01/23/2004 


301 


SECOND NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales to take deposition of 
Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and Medtronic USA, Inc. on 2/1 1/04 (fint) Modified on 
01/27/2004 (Entered: 01/27/2004) 
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01 /9V9004 


^0? 


TVitrH XTOTTf^P Hv AHvanrpH (""arHin ^vq fTiiiHant ^alp<; tn takp r1pnn<iirinn of 

Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and Medtronic USA, Inc. on 2/1 3/04 (fint) (Entered: 
01/27/2004) 


01 /9V900A 


^0^ 


Ptrct r\TOTTf^T« Hv ArlvanrpH f^arHin OniHant Salp^ to tak"p Hpnn^itinn of 

Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and Medtronic USA, Inc. on 2/9/04 (fint) (Entered: 
01/27/2004) 


01/29/2004 


304 


ORDER effective immediately the court will not consider applications and requests 
submitted by letter or in a form other than a motion, absent express approval by the 

r*m rrt* nn tfOpnhfvnf* 11c arp tn hp ma Hp tn phaTYihpix* pmprcrpnpv mattpr^ ^hmilH nP 

emailed to the court at the address provided; no attachments shall be sumbitted with said 
emails. ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/29/2004) 


02/02/2004 


305 


ORDER; the Order dated 12/5/03 is amended to include the mediation of 03-402-SLR; 
mediation conf has been tentatively scheduled for 10/26/04, 10/27/04 and 10/28/04 at 
9:00 am; Teleconf to be held on 10/6/04 at 830 a.m. with cnsl in 03-402-SLR only; 

tpWnf akn crhprhilpH tn hp VipIH 1 0/6/04 at Q'OO a m fhr QR-RO-ST R and QR-47R- 

SLR; see order for lurther details ( signed by Judge Mary P. Thynge ) copies to: cnsl 
(fint) Modified on 02/02/2004 (Entered: 02/02/2004) 


02/1 1/2004 


306 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re 5th set of 
interrogs (35-73) (fint) (Entered: 02/12/2004) 


02/12/2004 


307 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re subpoena 
issued for JAMS, c/o John Welsh, Esquire (fint) (Entered: 02/13/2004) 


02/17/2004 


308 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. J. Louden re proposed agenda for discovery issues 
during today's discovery conf. (rid) (Entered: 02/17/2004) 


02/17/2004 


309 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 2nd 
supplmental objs and responses to interrogs (Nos. 1-34) (fint) (Entered: 02/19/2004) 


02/17/2004 




Discovery hearing held; Judge Robinson presiding; crt. rptr. V. Gunning; held jointiy with 
CANO. 98-478, 03-402 and 04-34-SLR (rid) (Entered: 02/19/2004) 


02/18/2004 


311 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] discovery hearing for dates of 2/17/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding; crt. rptr. V. Gunning (rid) (Entered: 02/19/2004) 


02/19/2004 


310 


STIPULATION re Third Amended and Supplemental Complaint and Demand for Jury 
Trial; with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 02/19/2004) 


09/90/9004 

UZ/ZU/ ZUU4 




Ca OrHp»rp»H orsmttner 1 0- 1 1 ctirii ilatinn fnr HpffQ to filp thptr ^t*H AmpnHpH anH Sitrvnl 
l>u v/iucicu ill ciiiimi£ i d i yj i j oiiiJUJiiiiuii lsji uciio. i\j iiit uiv'ii jiu iTiiiciiucu. cu ivj ou^^i. 

Complaint ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 
02/20/2004) 


02/20/2004 


312 


Third AMENDED and Supplmental COMPLAINT , amending [271-1] amended 
complaint; filed by ACS and Guidant per D.I. 310 (rid) (Entered: 02/20/2004) 


02/23/2004 


313 


Responses and Objections by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc in opposition to 
[303-1] ACS's First deposition notice (fint) (Entered: 02/23/2004) 
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02/24/2004 


314 


Second NOTICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc to take deposition of 
Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. on 3/10/04 (fait) (Entered: 02/24/2004) 


02/25/2004 


315 


CFRTTFTCATF OF SERVICE bv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales re ACS's 2nd 
Supplemental Responses to 1st, 2nd and 3rd sets of interrogs (fint) (Entered: 
02/25/2004) 


09/9 S/9 004 




PFRTTFir ATF OF SFRVTCF hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Tnc re 3rd 
supplemental objs and responses to dfts interrogs (Nos. 1-34) (fint) (Entered: 
02/26/2004) 


03/03/2004 


317 


NOTICE of Service of Subpoena by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; subpoena 
issed for Robert D. Lashinski (fint) (Entered: 03/04/2004) 


03/03/2004 


318 


NOTICE of Service of Subpoena by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; subpoena 
issued for Dr. Azam Anwar (fint) (Entered: 03/04/2004) 




31Q 

J 17 


CFRTTFTCATF OF SFRVTCF hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales re ACS's 
Third Supplemental Responses to Medtronic's 1st, 2nd and 3rd sets of Interrogs (fint) 
(Entered: 03/05/2004) 


03/04/2004 


320 


Certification Regarding Document Production by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA 
Inc (fint) (Entered: 03/05/2004) 


0^/05/2004 


321 


STTPTTT ATTfYNJ to evtend time that nttft haw to serve their answer and counterclaims 

to the Third Amended and Supplemental Complaint; with proposed order (fint) 
(Entered: 03/08/2004) 


03/05/2004 


322 


SEALED Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, IU dated 3/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 
03/08/2004) 


03/08/2004 


323 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order to Extend 
Time Answer Brief due 3/22/04 re: [323-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 03/08/2004) 


03/08/2004 


324 


CFRTTFTCATF OF SFRVTCF hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Tnc re 4th 

V_/ 1_/1 V J. J_l 1vA1L( \J X JL/lv V 1V^1_> U Y lvlvUU vliiv VdOVlUvU.} X W U. Vl llw kJiv 1111/ It Till 

Supplemental Objs and Responses to Defendants (Nos. 1-34) (fint) (Entered: 
03/09/2004) 


03/09/2004 




So Ordered granting [321-1] stipulation extending time for pltfs. to file their answer and 
roimterrlaitTK to the ^rd Amended and Simnl Comnlaint of Advanced Cardiovascular 

^/\J 111 11^, 1 V* ICl 11 1 JL3 V\J LI IVs I VI ill 1 Iv. 1 1 vl V/ vl ClllU l_J M r' v/l 1 IIJ 11U11 11 Vl ilU VCUlvVU vyCU vilv/ YClkJVUuJl 

and Guidant Sales until 3/8/04 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, 
(rid) (Entered: 03/09/2004) 


03/10/2004 




Deadline updated; set Telephone Conference for 900 3/17/04 re D.I. 323 (rid) 
(Entered: 03/10/2004) 


03/10/2004 


325 


Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [323-1] motion to Extend 
Time - Reply Brief due 3/17/04 (fint) (Entered: 03/1 1/2004) 


03/12/2004 


326 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re subpoena 
issued for Dr. Simon Stertzer (fint) (Entered: 03/15/2004) 
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03/12/2004 


327 


SEALED Letter to the Honorable Sue L. Robinson, Chief Judge, United States District 
Court for the District of DE Dated 3/12/04 (fint) (Entered: 03/15/2004) 


03/15/2004 


328 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re objs 
and respones to dfts' 5th set of interrogs (Nos. 35-73) (fint) (Entered: 03/15/2004) 


01/1 7/9004 




Q' 1 I pT TT A 1 lO^^ r** ariQw/pr nnfl pniTntprplatmQ tn tVip TTitrH AttipdHpH unH ^liinr^lmpntfil 

O 111 \J LA 1 1 \J 1 > 1C CUJoWCl HI 1U wUUlll&l^lulllld WJ UlC' X1U1U / VllIVllvlv/U. dllvl O UL/L/llliWllLcll 

Complaint of Advanced Cardiovasclar Systems, Inc. and Guidant Sales Corporation; 
with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 03/17/2004) 


01/1 R/9004 




C r\ (~}Yf\f*YF*f\ oTdnttno" r^9 Q_ 1 1 ctrni nQtir^n PYtpnntno" tttnp tt\y r^itrc tr\ flip tnptr ^tiqw/pt" qt^H 

l5U VJ1UCICU ^ICUILUJH \JZ.y~lj ollU\JUiXll\Jll CAlCUUUJg LliliC 1U1 UlLlO. IKJ Ulv U1C11 Clllo WCl Clllvl 

counterclaims to the 3rd Amended and SuppL Complaint of defls. until 3/19/04( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 03/18/2004) 


03/18/2004 


330 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
discovery (fint) (Entered: 03/19/2004) 


03/18/2004 




Mooting [323-1] motion to Extend Time per D.I. 329 (rid) (Entered: 07/08/2004) 


03/19/2004 


331 


Answer and Counterclaims of Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and Medtronic USA, Inc.'s 

AncAx/pr QnH r^r*imtprr*l^tmc tn ThirH Aiyipt^HpH atiH ^liirvnlpmpntal f^nrtmtatnt nf 

/vllo VVC1 CUU4 V^UUllLvl ^ Kill 1 Id VJ 1111LU rAlllwllU^U alixX O UJJjJlvlllt'llLCU \^\Jlll^uXllll Ul 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. and Guidant Sales Corporation against 
Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 03/22/2004) 


03/22/2004 


332 


NOTICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales to take deposition of Glenn Foley 
on 3/30/04; John Wilson on 3/3 1/04; Catherine Maresh on 3/3 1/04; Dennis Brooks on 
4/6/04; Darren Hopkins on 4/7/04; Scott Kramer on 4/8/04; Donna Collins- Wilson on 

4/1 A/OA' \4V»r1rvn HniKman nn 4/1 S/04* Rmrp frrant nn 4/1 6/04* Triincr PVmm nn 

*T/ l fc T/V/*Tj lVXCll 1U11 XlUUolllClll KJll *T/ l,J/\/*T, L>L Ul^t- VJldlll KJll *T/ lU/V/'T, Xlliil&X 11CU11 \Jll 

4/28/04; Brian Donfon on 4/29/04; Michael Ellwein on 5/3/04 (fint) (Entered: 
03/22/2004) 


03/24/2004 


333 


Letter to Judge Robinson from J. Heaney re agenda of discovery issues for discovery 
conference (fint) (Entered: 03/25/2004) 


03/24/2004 




Discovery hearing held; Judge Robinson presiding; Hawkins Court Rptr. present; held 
jointly with CA No. 98-478-SLR and 03-402-SLR (fint) (Entered: 03/25/2004) 


03/25/2004 


334 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re subpoena 
issued for Glenn Foley (fint) (Entered: 03/25/2004) 


wj/zj/zuut 


jjj 


Amended response to interrogNo. 12 and 1st supplemental responses to interrogs Nos. 
37-49 (fint) (Entered: 03/25/2004) 


03/26/2004 


336 


Third NOTICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc to take deposition of 
Advanced Cardiovascular System on 4/22/04 (fint) (Entered: 03/26/2004) 


03/26/2004 


338 


SEALED TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] discovery hearing for dates of 3/24/04; Judge 
Robinson presiding Hawkins Reporting Service (fint) (Entered: 03/31/2004) 


03/31/2004 


337 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
discovery (fint) (Entered: 03/3 1/2004) 
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O^A 1/9004 




Deadline undated- set Telenhone Conference for 5-00 3/31/04 4/7/04 4/14/04 
4/21/04, 4/28/04 re discovery issues in CA NO. 98-80, 98-478, 03-402, and 04-34- 
SLR (rid) (Entered: 03/31/2004) 


o^n 1/2004 




SPAT X^OTTOT^ Hv MpHtrnnir Tn Prohibit DKrlnsiirp nf (^nnfiflpntifll 

i_J 1 i/ \ 1 A. A J 1V1V_/ 1 1 vy 1 >i UV IVlt VJII VJJ VClOwLUCU 1U X 1 U111U1L L/li>vlUoUl.& vl V_^\JlllJVltlllull 

Information to Analysis Group Answer Brief due 4/14/04 re: [339-1] motion (fint) 
(Entered: 04/01/2004) 


03/31/2004 




Tele-conference held re discovery, Judge Robinson presiding; crt. rptr. B. Gamgan (rid) 
(Entered: 04/01/2004) 


04/02/2004 


340 


Steno Notes for 3/31/04 Telephone Conference; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. 
B. Gamgan (fint) (Entered: 04/05/2004) 


04/02/2004 


341 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 3/3 1/04 Telephone Conference; Judge Robinson 
presiding Court Rptr. B. Gamgan (fint) (Entered: 04/05/2004) 


04/02/2004 


342 


ANSWER by Advanced Cardk) Sys., Guidant Sales to [33 1-2] counter claim (fint) 
(Entered: 04/05/2004) 


04/07/9004 


343 


N/TFrv/TOT^ AT*J1~jT T\A OT?TYFT? t*p HiQpnvprv HiQtTiitp rplatpH tn Hp'nnQitin'n rpHaptinnQ fT) T 

322, 327); the following excertps shall be produced (SEE Order for further details) ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 04/07/2004) 


04/07/2004 


344 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re discovery 
(fint) (Entered: 04/08/2004) 


04/07/2004 


345 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re discovery 
(fint) (Entered: 04/08/2004) 


04/07/2004 


346 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys. 5 Guidant Sales re subpoena 
for Benito O. Hidalgo (fint) (Entered: 04/08/2004) 


04/07/2004 


347 


NOTICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc to take deposition of Wilfred 
Samson on 4/8/04; Gary Schneiderman on 4/16/04; David Bloom on 4/19/04; John 
Frantzen on 4/21/04; Ginger Graham on 4/22/04; Beverly Huss on 4/23/04; Jamey 

TarnrK nn 4/96/04* FarhaH Khn<2rflvi nn 4/97/04* FliVahpth MrDprmntt on 4/98/04* 

K.T. Roa on 4/29/04; Carl Simpson on 4/30/04; Nicky Spaulding on 5/3/04; and David 
Young on 5/4/04 (fint) (Entered: 04/08/2004) 


04/07/9004. 




Trplp-pntrfprptipp VipIH TiiHop T? nKincr^n r*it*p<:iHtncr* crt rrvfr \/ friinnincy rp Hicpnvprv 

lClC~L/UlilCIdlUC J1C1U JUU^C rVUUUioUll LJI Co 1U Ulg, VI L. IjJU. V. VJU111 llll^ 1C UJotUVCljf 

issues; held jointry with Civ. NO. 98-478, 03-402, and 04-34-SLR (rid) Modified on 
04/13/2004 (Entered: 04/13/2004) 


04/0R/9004 


348 


A/fOTTOM Hv \/fprlfmnip \/iicr*nl5ir IV/fpHtrnniP TT^IA Trie {r\r Tntilrv nff^nnQnliHpitpH 

lVlvy lJAw/l> UY 1VACVJU.VJ1JJ.V V ClovUliCll « IVXCULil/lliV UuA 11 IV L\Jl 1^1 111 Y Ul V^Ullo\JlLl4alVU 

Protective Order Answer Brief due 4/22/04 re: [348-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 
04/08/2004) 


04/13/2004 


349 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 4/7/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 04/13/2004) 


04/14/2004 


350 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. Jacobs Louden enclosing a summary of depositions; 
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listincr issues for the discovery teleconference* filinf? attachments to this letter in the 98- 
478-SLR action only and incorporate the attachments by reference in the 04-34-SLR, 
98-80-SLR and 03-402-SLR (fint) (Entered: 04/14/2004) 


04/14/2004 


351 


Letter to Judge Robinson from A. Shea Gaza attaching combined deposition schedule 
for all four cases; jointly submitting a list of witnesses (fint) (Entered: 04/14/2004) 


04/14/2004 


352 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales to Strike [339-1] motion To 
Prohibit Disclosure of Confidential Information to Analvsis Groun Answer Rrief due 
4/28/04 re: [352-1] motion AND Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Prohibit Disclosure 
of Confidential Information to John C. Jarosz (fint) (Entered: 04/1 5/2004) 


04/14/2004 




Tele- conference held Tudpe Robinson nresidin?* crt rntr V Ounninj? n resent" held 

1 1W vUllivl vlivv llvlU JUUgV J. V V/ \J 11 lv> \J 1 1 L/l vOlUUlgj Vll< IL/Ui ▼ • VJ JJ^ l/l wOvlllj IlvlU 

jointly with 98-478, 03-402, and 04-34-SLR; re discovery issues, (rid) (Entered: 
04/15/2004) 


04/16/2004 


353 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 4/14/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 04/19/2004) 


04/21/2004 


354 


STIPULATION to extend time for plrfs to file their reply in support of the motion to 
prohibit disclosure to John Jarosz; with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 04/21/2004) 


04/99/9004 




^>r» OrHpreH orflntincr 1^^4-1 1 <?tinii1fltir>n rp^pt Rpnlv Rripf DpaHlinp to 4/93/04 rp' T339- 

1] motion To Prohibit Disclosure of Confidential Information to Analysis Group ( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 04/22/2004) 


04/22/2004 


355 


STIPULATION to extend time for defts. to respond to pltf f s motion for entry of 
consolidated protective order; with proposed order (rid) (Entered: 04/22/2004) 


04/9^/2004 




So Ordered orantincr 1 <itinulation reset Answer Rrief Deadline to 4/27/04 re* 
[348-1] motion for Entry of Consolidated Protective Order ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 04/23/2004) 


04/23/2004 


356 


SEALED Combined Reply Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc in 
Further Simnort of its Motion to Prohibit Disclosure of Confidential Information to Tohn 

1 UJ_ LI ivl UUUUUll Ul lLo IVlVylUJll LU X 1 VjHIIL/H lyJOvluOUiv WJ- *■ .- ^ * 1 II PifV 1 i \ PS 4 1 -LI 1_1W 111 1LA L1W A 1 IU <J \J 1 11 1 

Jarosz and Opposition to ACS's Motion to Strike (fint) Modified on 04/26/2004 
(Entered: 04/26/2004) 


04/23/2004 




SEALED; 2nd part of D.I. # 356; Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, 

Medtronir USA Tnr r^S?-l 1 motion to Strike 1 motion To Prohibit Disclosure of 
Confidential Information to Analysis Group - Reply Brief due 4/30/04 (fint) Modified on 
04/26/2004 (Entered: 04/26/2004) 


04/27/2004 


357 


STIPULATION re Reply to pltf s Motion for Entry of Consolidated Protective Order; 
with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 04/27/2004) 


04/27/2004 


358 


Letter to Clerk from P. Bangle re Declaration of Shawn McCormick; original is 
enclosed to be substituted for the copy (fint) (Entered: 04/27/2004) 


04/28/2004 




So Ordered granting [357-1] stipulation reset Answer Brief Deadline to 4/30/04 re: 
[348-1] motion for Entry of Consolidated Protective Order ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
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Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (fait) (Entered: 04/28/2004) 


04/29/2004 


359 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Inc. re discovery (fint) 
(Entered: 04/30/2004) 


04/29/2004 


360 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
discovery (fint) (Entered: 04/30/2004) 


04/30/2004 


361 


Joinder of Cordis Corporation's Answering Brief and Opposition to Pkf s Motion for 
Fntrv nf Porrcnlidflted Protective Order hv Advanced Cardio Svs Ouidant Sales 
(Cordis Corporation's Answering Brief is filed in 03-402-SLR, D.I. # 157) (fint) 
(Entered: 05/03/2004) 


04/30/9004 




9nd nart of D T # 361 • Answer Rrief Filed hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales 
[348- 1] motion for Entry of Consolidated Protective Order - Reply Brief due 5/7/04 
(fint) (Entered: 05/03/2004) 


05/04/2004 


362 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re objs 
and responses to subpoena (Stertzer) (fint) (Entered: 05/05/2004) 


05/05/2004 


363 


ORDER granting in part, denying in part [352-1] motion to Strike [339-1] motion To 
Prohibit Disclosure of Confidential Information to Analysis Group, granting to an extent 
[339- 1] motion To Prohibit Disclosure of Confidential Information to Analysis Group: 
pkfs. have waived their right to object to disclosure of confid. info, to C. Mulherrfs 
emn lover Anah/sis Grn * to the extent T Tarosz was not identified consistent with nara& 
7 of the 8/2/00 protective order phis.' motion is granted; ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 05/05/2004) 


05/05/9004 


364 


OTCDFR denvina T^4R- 1 1 motion tor Pntrv of Consolidated Protective Order due to late 
stage of proceedings ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 
05/05/2004) 






Tele- conference held Tndoe Tv 1 oh ins on nresidinp" crt mtr V ("TimninP" re discoverv 

A V/iw VyUlllxvl W'lJV/w 1 1^ l\X JUUgv 1VU U 11 Lj Ul 1 VJ L V O Ivl 11 1£^; vll> 1L/U* V < VJ L41 11 111 l£y IV UJJvV Wl Y 

issues; held jointry with CA NO. 98-478, 03-402, and 04-34-SLR (rid) (Entered: 
05/06/2004) 


OS/06/2004 




CFRTTFTC ATF OF SFRVTCF bv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc re obis 

\ ' _L/Av X 1 1 IvAIIj V_/JL k_7 J /l.V V l V 'l -» V lVlVUUUlllV V CiJVtUCU j ItIvUU vlllv LJ/ V J-llW AW ULMiJ 

and responses to subpoena (Jendersee) and Jendersee's objs and responses to 
subpoena (fint) (Entered: 05/07/2004) 


OS/1 0/9004 




lVfOTTOM hv Advanced Cardio Svs Ouidant Sales for Clarification or Tn the 

1 VI Vy i UV AU V dl lv^ KA V-/ dl VllVJ O Y O. ? VJ LUV1CL111 O Cll^/O XVI v^ 1£U lllWCltlV^ll v/1 y All U1V 

Alternative, Modification of the Court's May 5, 2004 Order Answer Brief due 5/24/04 
re: [366-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 05/10/2004) 


05/12/2004 


367 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 5/5/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 05/12/2004) 


05/12/2004 


368 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. Jacobs Louden re the issue raised with the Court 
during the 5/5 discovery teleconf concerning the preparedness and sufficiency of the 
testimony of Tim Kitchen; the parties appear to have reached an accommodation and do 
not require the Court's assistance (fint) (Entered: 05/13/2004) 
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OS/1 V2004 




An<sWpf Rripf Filpd hv Mpdtronif Vascular Mpdtronir T TSA Tnr T166-1 1 motion tor 

iliJj Wvl JJll^l X 11WV1 L/ V IVAV/Vlll V111V V OOvUlfll j IVlvUU VlllV' v_> L.J i*. -11 Iv 1 _/ V V J. J 11 IV L1V1 1 Ivl 

Clarification or, In the Alternative, Modification of the Court's May 5, 2004 Order - 
Reply Brief due 5/20/04 (fint) (Entered: 05/14/2004) 


05/19/2004 


370 


ORDER denying [366-1] motion for Clarification or, In the Alternative, Modification of 

thp f^onrt's lvfav S 2004 Order* thp court's ordpr stands and lvfr Tarns 7 shall not hp 

LI IV/ V/V/VUl J IVIuV ~S <, ^»V7V" VylUtl j U1V vUUll J VI VI VI OICUIVIO CU1U 1V1_1 . J CX± VOZ-i OlACill 11VL V V- 

permitted to testify as an expert in this case on behalf of defts. SEE D.I. 356 signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 05/19/2004) 


OS/2 1/2004 


371 


A/TOTTOM Hv Advancpd f^ardio Svs fiiiidant Salps with Pronospd Ordpr to Stav Thp 

1VXV-/ iiv/ii u Y /TUvcuivLU cxi viiv J jo . «, vJi4iucu.it uai^j Willi j. iuuujvU v/iuwi iu KJtay ± i iv 

Proceedings Pending the Outcome of the Cordis Arbitration Answer Brief due 6/4/04 
re: [371-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 05/24/2004) 


OS/? 1/9004 


172 


lvfpmorandiim in Simnort Filpd hv Advanrpd f^ardio Svs fiiiidant Salps 1^71-11 

1 V1V111VI dl 1VI LJJ 1 1 111 kJ ViV V VI L 1 11V VI *J J V CU IV/ V/ VI V^CUVIIW U JO. j VJUlVlCUll L_7 CI IV i3 /X 11 

motion to Stay The Proceedings Pending the Outcome of the Cordis Arbitration (fint) 
(Entered: 05/24/2004) 


05/24/2004 


373 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re ACS's 
Responses to 5th set of interrogs (Nos. 29-45) (fint) (Entered: 05/25/2004) 


05/24/2004 


374 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re ACS's 
Responses to 1st set of reqs for admission (fint) (Entered: 05/25/2004) 


05/25/2004 


375 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
discovery (fint) (Entered: 05/26/2004) 


05/25/2004 


376 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
discovery (fint) (Entered: 05/26/2004) 


05/28/2004 


377 


ORDER, reset Telephone Conference for 430 8/12/04 ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 05/28/2004) 


06/02/2004 


378 


T .pttpr tn Tiidcxp Rohinson from P r^ottrpll TTT advisinp thp f^onrt of an oninion issnpd hv 

-L/V/ tLVl IV/ J UVliiV/ AW L/HloVll 11 V/1 11 A . v_s V/LU V/ll^ JJ.J. ClUVJiMllg, Li IV VyUUll VI till V/LH111V11 IOlJUVVI Uj 

Judge Jordan that is relevant to ACS' pending motion to stay (fint) (Entered: 
06/03/2004) 


06/01/2004 

\J\jl\J Z,vVT 


179 


T p>ttpr to Tndof* Rohinson from TC Tarnhs T nndpn writinc* in rpsnnnsp to WAv (~*ottrp11's 

.L/V'llVl IV J VlVl s^V- 1VV V 11 lO VI 1 11 v/1 11 IN.. J CltUUj 1_<V LiVlwll VV1 1111 It, 111 1 VJUUlioV tV/ 1V11 * V^V/ttlVllO 

6/2/04 letter concerning Judge Jordan's decision in 01-752-KAJ (fint) (Entered: 
06/04/2004) 


06/07/2004 


180 

J O U 


Answpr Rripf Pilpd hv Mpdtronic Vascular lvfpdtronic T TS A Tnr T^71 - 1 1 motion to Stav 

iliJoWt'l JJi IV 1 1 liV/Vl U Y 1VJ.V/VIU1 V111V V dOV/Uldl^ 1VJ.VVIL1 VlllV/ V> O VV 1_1 IV 1 J fx 11 1 1 IV 11V1 1 IV v7 1X1 Y 

The Proceedings Pending the Outcome of the Cordis Arbitration - Reply Brief due 
6/14/04 (fint) (Entered: 06/08/2004) 


06/1 4/2004 

V/V7 1 TV wt 


1R1 


RpnK/ T^ripf* Pilpd hv Advanrpd f^ardio Svs Onidant Salps T^71 -11 motion to Stav Thp 

1 V V VJ 1Y J_Jl IV 1 1 11V VI L/Y / VV1 Yell IV V VI CXI VI IV J YO.j VJ UIVICU 11 ijalUd \~J / 111 lllVtlV/11 tV l_7 1X1 Y 1 1 IV 

Proceedings Pending the Outcome of the Cordis Arbitration (fint) (Entered: 
06/15/2004) 


06/17/2004 


382 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re expert 
reports (fint) (Entered: 06/17/2004) 


07/02/2004 


383 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 
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supplemental expert report of Mary A. Woodford (fint) (Entered: 07/06/2004) 


07/08/2004 


384 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re opening 

cxpcri rcpuiLo ui jcruiiic ocgai, jucijv. ivaiui, juiui w. 1VIUHJ05 oiiaiuii v^olci, /\Miicy J. 

Stevens, and rebuttal expert reports of Jerome Segal, Joel K. Kahn, John W. Morris, 
and Richard A. Killworth. (rid) (Entered: 07/09/2004) 


U // 1Z/ZUUH 


JO J 


1V1W HV^rN uy /\UVallL'CU V^dltllU Oj's.j vJUiUdllL OalCd VV1U1 r IupUoCU W1UC1 LU otllivC U1C 

Expert Reports of Jeffiey Allen, Dr. Larry Dean and Dr. David Pearle Answer Brief due 
7/26/04 re: [385-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 07/14/2004) 


07/1 9/900A 




On^niriCT Rri^f T-^ilpH Hv AHvjmr*pH f^arHin ^Ivc CriiiHfint ^I^Ipq mnttnn tn ^Itrik'P 

V/UClUIlg JDI 1C1 JT 11CU Uj /AU-VollWCU- V^dlUlU i3jro. ? vJUIU.CU.ll Jalwo [JOJ 1J lllVJLlv/11 IVJ ulll\C 

the Expert Reports of Jeffrey Allen, Dr. Larry Dean and Dr. David Pearle (fint) 
(Entered: 07/14/2004) 


07/16/2004 


387 


Supplemental Certification Pursuant to Local Rule 7. 1 . 1 by Advanced Cardio Sys., 
Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 07/16/2004) 


07/22/2004 


388 


NOTICE of Subpoena by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc; subpoena has 
been served upon Biosensors International USA (fint) (Entered: 07/26/2004) 


07/23/2004 


389 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 
Matthew F. Weil to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 07/26/2004) 




^QO 


A nc\xtt»r T^riP'FT? iIpH \>\7 A/ff^HtTfinip \/?*QfMil?»r TT^A Tnp 1*^8^-11 mntinn tn 

/AJloWCl OllCl 1/ UCC1 Uy IVlCUllUllH^ VClOl/UJclI, IVlCUliUllll/ \JijT\ ±11 [JO J IJ HlWlUJii iu 

Strike the Expert Reports of Jeffrey Allen, Dr. Larry Dean and Dr. David Pearle - Reply 
Brief due 8/2/04 (fint) (Entered: 07/26/2004) 


07/26/2004 




So Ordered granting [389-1] motion for Matthew F. Weil to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to aD parties, (rid) (Entered: 07/27/2004) 


UO/UZ/ZUUH 


3Q1 


O 1 IX \J±^/\ 1 lV_y IN LU CAICIIU L1111C 1UI vJUJUctlU V^Uip. <U1U /\UVollL<CU V^<11U1U VdoCUJal 

System's Inc. to reply to Pltfs 1 Answering Brief in Opposition to Defts 1 Motion to Strike 
the Expert Reports; with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 08/02/2004) 


08/03/2004 




So Ordered granting [391-1] stpulation reset Reply Brief Deadline to 8/3/04 re: [385- 

1J II1U11U11 LU Oil llvC L11C Ij/Apci I JXCpUllo Ul JClUCy /AilCll, UL. L^cXlYy l_VCall allU UL. i^avlU 

Pearle ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 
08/03/2004) 


UO/Uj/ZUUH 




IVCpiy DllCirilCU uy /\UVdIlLCU V^alUlU oyo., \JUlUalll oalCo [jOJ-IJ IllULlUIl LU U1C 

E?q?ert Reports of Jeffrey Allen, Dr. Larry Dean and Dr. David Pearle (fint) (Entered: 
08/04/2004) 


0 8 /OA /9 004 




IVIW llv^lN uy /\UVdllL'eU l^olUlU oyb. ; VJUiUdllL oalC^ IU JJliUIVaLC culU v^UllUUCL lilal Ul 

Damages after Resolution of Liability Issues in other Cases Answer Brief due 8/18/04 
re: [393-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/05/2004) 


08/05/2004 


394 


STIPULATION re Briefing on D.I. 23 1 ; with proposed order (fint) (Entered: 
08/05/2004) 


08/05/2004 




So Ordered granting [394-1] stipulation reset Answer Brief Deadline to 8/27/04 re: 
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[393-1] motion to Bifurcate and Conduct Trial of Damages after Resolution of Liability 
Issues in other Cases , and reset Reply Brief Deadline to 9/1 7/04 re: [393- 1 ] motion to 
Rifiircfltp and Conduct Trial of Damages after Resolution of Tiahilitv Ts^ne^ in other 

Cases ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to aD parties, (rid) (Entered: 
08/06/2004) 


08/05/2004 


395 


Letter to Judge Robinson from P. Bangle enclosing stipulated proposed schedule for 
each case (frnt) (Entered: 08/06/2004) 


08/05/2004 


396 


Proposed Amended Scheduling Order filed (frnt) (Entered: 08/06/2004) 


08/06/2004 


397 


TOTNT CI ATM CONSTRUCTION STATEMENT FOR TTTF I AU PATENTS IN 
SUIT by Advanced Cardio Sys., Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc, Guidant 
Sales in support of (rid) (Entered: 08/09/2004) 


OR/09/9004 


J70 


1 PT TT A' riO"W to pvfpnd ttmp for nartiPQ to flip thptr ioint rlatm ron^tnirtion Qtatpmpnt 

O AAA UJ-iilllV/1™ WJ tAAVllvl Llilil/ XSJl iJCUli\^J IU J-LIW Uil^il JWIIIL Kill 11 vUlliMi UWllUll OLCUWllll'lll. 

with respect to the Boneau patents in suit with proposed order (rid) (Entered: 
08/09/2004) 


08/09/2004 


399 


Joint Claim Construction Chart with Respect to the Boneau Patents in Suit (frnt) 
(Entered: 08/10/2004) 


08/1 0/2004 




Slo Ordprpd oranttncr T^QR- 1 1 <;tiniilation rp^pt Rripf dpadlinp to R/9/04 for nartip^ to filp 
their joint claim construction statement re Boneau patents ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 08/1 1/2004) 


08/1 1/2004 




So Ordered [396-1] proposed order reset Scheduling Order Deadlines: Deadline for 
filing dispositive motions by 8/13/04; answering brieis due 9/10/04; reply brieis due 
9/24/04; Oral argument shall be conducted on 10/21/04 at 1:00 p.nx , and reset Brief 
deadline to 8/6/04 for parties to submit joint claim construction statement; opening brieis 
due 8/13/04; answering brieis due 9/10/04 , reset Telephone Conference for 4:00 
R/96/04 rp<;pt SphpHiiltncr OrHpr F)pf*H1tnp^* F)Krovprv HpaHlinp on 9/1/04 Danhprt 

O/ \Jl v/~ y Iwvl O vl i\s vi L4U1 LfL V/lUvl A-Zv/CHJlUl^iJ . L/DwVbl j VA^&villllW VJ11 y 1 ~f 1 LSCL\JL\J\;L t 

motions due 9/10/04, answering briefs due 10/1/04; see order for further details ( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 08/1 1/2004) 


08/13/2004 


400 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. 3 Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Summary 
TnHompnt that MpHtronir\ »C7» n n A "Drivpr" Stents T itprallv Tnfrinpp Claim 1 of T I S 

J CHJCjllltllL lilcll 1VA&14U. WiJi^ O O / CU1V4 A-/llVfcl Olvlllo J_/llt^l dUY Alllllllg^ V^lUllll A Ul l^.kJ. 

Patent No. 6,432, 133 Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [400-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


08/1 3/2004 

\JOf 1 Jl ^Ul/*T 


401 


SPAT FT) Onpnincr Rripf FiIpH hv AHvanrpH f^arHio Sv<; friiiHant Sa1p<; r400— 1 1 motion 

for Summary Judgment that Medtronic's "S7" and 'Driver" Stents Literally Infringe Claim 
1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 (frnt) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


OX/n/2004 


402 


A/fOTTO^ Hv AHvanrpH r^arHio Slv*? rTiiidant Sla1p<; with Prono<jpH OrHpr for Summarv 

1V1 V_y AAVylX \jy iWl V CU lv/t-Vi \_s£UlAiU LjjfO.) VJU1V1CU1L k)CU&5 Willi A IV/jJWOtVl V/lUvl 1U1 O Ulllllldl j 

Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents- In- Suit Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: 
[402-1] motion (frnt) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


403 


SEALED Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [402-1] motion 
for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents-In-Suit (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 
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08/13/2004 


404 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Summary 

TnHcrmPTit that IMipVicipI Rnnpjiii ic Mnt an Tn\/pntr*r A"P tHp T an Pjitpnt<j nnH tVint fhp T an 

J LUX till 1C11L Ulal IVUCllClCl Iv. OlsllCdU Jo CUl lllVClllAJl Ul U1C IXIU JT dldlLo CU1U Ulill lilt- LrdU 

Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) Answer Brief due 8/10/04 re: 
[404-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


405 


SEALED Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [404-1] motion 

■fr\r QiTmmcirw Tiir1orvw»nt that \/Tir*Vi!ip1 Rr\nP5m XT At c\r\ Trw/Pfitnr nftHp T oi i Patpntc 
lUi o Ulllllkil y JUUgHlClll Ulal IVlllJlaCl LJ. DUllCaU Id INUl all JllVClllUl Ul U1C l^aU r alClllo 

and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) (fint) 
(Entered: 08/16/2004) 




^fUO 


ivlwllWlN Dy /\UVdllLCU l^dlUlU oyo.j vJUlUdJll OdlCd Willi JTlUpUoCU UlUCI 1U1 OUllUllaiy 

Judgment That Plaintiffs' State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of 
Limitations Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [406-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


nft/i i/ocicia 

Uo/l j/ZUU^t 


ACll 
/ 


l> r^M i jVa j ^pcninH orici r lieu uy /\uvaiiccu i^aiuiu oya., vjuiuaiii oaico i^tvu^ij iiiuuuii 

for Summary Judgment That Plaintifls 1 State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by 
Delaware's Statute of Limitations (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


Oft /1 1/0Ci(\A 




IVlvy 11WIN Dy /\UVaIlt-'CU V^alUlU Oya., VJUlUcull OalCd Willi r lUpUaCU V71UC1 IU1 x alllrtl 

Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel Answer Brief due 
9/10/04 re: [408-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 






QT^AT PiTl Or>pnmCT Rripf FiWt Kv Arlvanrprl ParHin ^vq friiiHnnt ^a1f»<: [408-11 motion 
\iu\\^nAJ v^pcnuigi orici rucu uy /\uvciiilcu> v^diuiu oyo. ? vjuiuaiii oaico l*tuo~ij iiiuuuii 

for Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel (fint) (Entered: 

08/16/2004) 


or/1 ^/?nnA 




lVlWllV_7rN uy IVlCUUUlllL' V do L UlOl W1U1 1 lUpUaCU VylUCl 1U1 r al llal oUlllillaiy J UU^lllCllL 

That Vascular's Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau 
Patents Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [410-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


OR/1 ^/90fiA 


41 1 


AT nnpnmft Rripf TTJIpH K\/ A/fpHtrnnir' A/acpnltir [A 1 0- 1 1 mrttinn for Partial 
o i;r\ l jVa j Wpcniljg JjllCl F UCU uy IVlCUUUlllL' V aoL-Ulal |^ t TlU~lJ 111UL1U11 1U1 r al llal 

Summary Judgment That Vascular's Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted 
Claims of the Lau Patents (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


412 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 

Partial Qi iTYvmar*\/ Ti l/l orwmt TViat A^Q Tc ^Ir\t InntttlpH tr\ T net Prrtfttc T^Qmacri^c nn 
r alllal ^UIUrnaTy JUUglllCIU UlaL /W^o lb INUl JZJ1L1L1CU IU LUM rlUUUS l^allklgCd Ull 

Certain Vascular Sales Answer Brief due 9/1 0/04 re: [4 1 2- 1 ] motion (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


no/1 ^/onn^ 


41 ^ 


L>r.M J V^/pcllIIli* J3riCl r 11CU Uy IVlCUUUlllL' V aoCUlal 5 1V1CUUU111W UOn 111L/ [ t rlZ.~lJ 

motion for Partial Summary Judgment That ACS Is Not Entitled to Lost Profits 
Damages on Certain Vascular Sales (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


414 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 
r aTUai ounundry juugmcm inai me /\ccui>eu oicnio i^nciaiiy umiiigc v^iaiin i ui 
U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053 Answer Brief 
due 9/10/04 re: [414-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


415 


Opening Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic US A Inc [4 1 4- 1 ] motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment That the ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053 (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


416 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 
Partial Summary Judgment for an Oflset on ACS's Alleged Lost Profits Damages Based 
on Amounts Already Paid on the Same Accused Products in a Prior Proceeding 
Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [416-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


417 


SEALED Opening Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [4 1 6- 1 ] 
motion for Partial Summary Judgment for an Onset on ACS's Alleged Lost Profits 
Damages Based on Amounts Already Paid on the Same Accused Products in a Prior 
Proceeding (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 

\J KJI 1 ~J 1 \J \J I 


418 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order For Claim 
Construction of the Lau Patent Answer Brief due 8/27/04 re: [418-1] motion (fint) 
(Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


419 


SEALED Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [418-1] motion 
For Claim Construction of the Lau Patent (fint) (Entered: 08/1 6/2004) 


08/13/2004 


420 


Opening Claim Construction Brief for the Lau Patents by Medtronic Vascular, 
Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


421 


Opening Markman Brief on Disputed Claims of the Boneau Patents by Medtronic 
Vascular (fint) Modified on 08/16/2004 (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


422 


Joint Annendix Filed bv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales of Boneau Patents and 
Iheir Prosecution Histories (Volume I of II) (fint) Modified on 08/16/2004 (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 


423 


Joint Appendix of Boneau Patents and Their Prosecution Histories Filed by Advanced 
Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (Volume H of II) (fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/13/2004 

vj kj f -i / .w \j \j r 


428 


MOTION bv Advanced Cardio Svs . Guidant Sales with ProDosed Order for Partial 
Summary Judgment Regarding Marking Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [428-1] motion 
(fint) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/16/2004 

\f\JI ± KJI ^*\J\J I 


424 


MOTION bv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales with Pronosed Order For Claim 
Construction of the Boneau Patent Answer Brief due 8/30/04 re: [424- 1 ] motion (fint) 
(Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/16/2004 

V KJ l X KJI ^ \J \J 1 


425 


SEALED Onenine Claim Construction Brief Filed bv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant 
Sales [424-1] motion For Claim Construction of the Boneau Patent (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


08/16/2004 


426 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Summary 
Tudoment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Anv of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau 
Patents-In-Suit Answer Brief due 9/10/04 re: [426-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 
08/16/2004) 


08/16/2004 


427 


SEALED Opening Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [426-1] motion 
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for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of 
the Boneau Patents-In-Suit (fiat) (Entered: 08/16/2004) 


08/1 6/9004 


429 


T eWer to C\er\c from F Pnnrpll TTT pnr1n<:ina entreated hripfc (T) T #<; 401 40S 41 Q 

Lj\sII\sL \AJ v^XGXJV XXV/XXX 1 . VyV/llltlij XXX C-1XV-'XVJo1XJ1l ) V^V/XXC'VlGVi UXXWXo \X-/.X. TT J *TV/ 1 5 T'V/^j 

425, and 427); requesting replace briefe with corrected briefs; corrected briefs merely 
include color-copied pages where appropriate (fint) (Entered: 08/17/2004) 


08/1 fi/2004 


430 

*T J V/ 


SF AT FD AFFIDAVIT of Frederick T Cottrell hv Advanced Cardio Sv<* Guidant 
Sales Re: [426-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any 
of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau Patents-In-Suit (fint) (Entered: 08/17/2004) 


OX/1 fi/7004 

V/O/ X \JI £\J\J^ 


431 


SFAT FD AFFIDAVIT of Frederick T Cottrell hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant 

^ * 1 j 1 A A ■* i\X X LlSiX Vll \JL X X wli^XXl/XV X-/. V^v/ILXWXX UV XiUYCUlvvu V/CUU1U iJ V O. 7 VJUXUCIXXI 

Sales Re: [406-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Plaintiffs' State Law Claims Are 
Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of Limitations (fint) (Entered: 08/17/2004) 


08/1 6/2004 


43? 


<\F AT FD AFFIDAVIT of Frederick T Cnttrpll hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant 

i » 1 irt 1 A A J i\A_ X LLJr\ V J. 1 \JL X XCVXvXlvvIV Xj. V_/ VJtU t IX U Y zA.VX VClXXVvtVX V^diVllU O Vo. ? VJUiUCUll 

Sales Re: [425-1] opening claim construction brief regarding Boneau Patent terms (fint) 
(Entered: 08/1 7/2004) 


OR/1 6/2004 


433 


^IFAT FD AFFTDA VTT of Frederick T Cnttrpll hv Advanced Cardio Sv? Guidant 

it 1 yAA 1 A A J ATI lWJt\ V X 1 ul X XCVXCXXVvXv l~t. V^V/LUCXX UY AU VCUXL'tLl V^dXVXXU OYO.j VJUXlXdXXl 

Sales Re: [408-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of 
Collateral Estoppel (fint) (Entered: 08/1 7/2004) 


08/16/2004 


434 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 

^lalpQ T^e* r404- 1 1 mntinn frir ^liimmarv Tndoment that \4icViael Tj Rnnpan k r^ot an 

ij dlL/O l\v . 1 *TV/" X J XXXV/tXV/XX 1\J1 kj UXXIXXX&X V J UAjfcLlllClll IXXclL lVXXlsXXClk/X X-/. XJWllwdLi Lj liul CHI 

Inventor of the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. 
section 1 02(F) (fint) Modified on 08/1 7/2004 (Entered: 08/1 7/2004) 


V/O/ 1 v/ ^UU^ 


43 S 


SFAT FD AFFIDAVIT of Frederick T Cnttrpll hv Advanced Cardin Svs Guidant 

O 1 \-i\-iVJ /TX X Xl/rV VXX Ul X 1 tutJ X-/. V_/ \J LU til Uj / vU V CXI IV tU V_/ClXlXXVJ kjjo*^ VJUXUCllXl 

Sales Re: [402-1] motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents-In- 
Suit (fint) (Entered: 08/17/2004) 


08/16/2004 


436 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 

Salp<j Tie* T400-1 1 motion for Siimmarv Tndoment that Medtronic !< i "S7" and f Driver" 

OClXt'O X\C ^ "V/V/ XJ XXXV/IXVJXX XvJl O UXXJXXXCU.^ J UlVJ-^XllvXll IXXCll IVX^VXIX V/XXXv »!> kJ / Ql i\u X^/XXYt/X 

Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 (fint) (Entered: 
08/17/2004) 


08/1 6/9004 

V/O/ 1 V// ZV/V/^r 


437 


SFAT FD AFFIDAVIT nf Fr^Hpn'rlf T Cnttrell hv Advanced Cat-din Svs fiuiHant 
Sales Re: [419-1] opening claim construction brief regarding Lau Patent Terms (fint) 
(Entered: 08/1 7/2004) 


08/16/2004 


438 


ACS's Excerpts From the Lau Joint Appendix in Support of ACS's Claim Construction 
Brief Regarding Lau Patent Terms (fint) (Entered: 08/17/2004) 


08/1 7/9004 

V/O/ 1 //ZV/V/*T 


43Q 
*t d y 


AT FF) Qiit"\t^1ement5i1 Ann end ty nf* FvHiKitQ in ^i lnnnrt nf\^ntinnc fnr Partial ^liim 

^ i *r\ 1 ,1^,1 l OUXJUlCIXXClllClX AVLJIJCXXU1A Ul X-^AiXlL/llo XIX OLXLILJUXL \JL lVXUllUXXo XVJX JT CXI lldl O UXXX. 

Jgm and Markman Brief; and Declaration of Matthew F. Weil Filed by Medtronic 
Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc; Volume I of m (lint) (Entered: 08/19/2004) 


08/17/2004 


440 


SEALED SuDDlemental Aonendix of Exhibits in SuoDort of Motions for Partial Sum 
Jgm. and Markman Brief; and Declaration of Matthew F. Weil Filed by Medtronic 
Vascular, Medtronic USA; Volume H of DI (fint) (Entered: 08/19/2004) 
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08/17/2004 


441 


SEALED Supplemental Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Motions for Partial Sum 
Jgm and Markman Brief; and Declaration of Matthew F. Weil Filed by Medtronic 
Vascular, Medtronic USA; Volume m of m (fmt) (Entered: 08/19/2004) 


08/17/2004 


442 


SEALED ACS Confidential Exhibits (12, 13, 20 and Portions of 31) to Medtronic 
Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc's Supplemental Appendix of Exhibits in Support of 
Motions for Partial Sum Jgm and Markman Brief; and Declaration of Matthew F. Weil 
(fmt) (Entered: 08/19/2004) 


08/26/2004 


443 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, JJI re agenda items for discussion (fmt) 
(Entered: 08/26/2004) 


08/26/2004 




Tele-conference held; Judge Robinson presiding; B. Gaffigan crt. rptr.; re pending 
motions; D.I. 385 Granted; D.I. 371 denied except as to damages and willfulness - 
bifurcated and stayed pending arbitration; see transcript for full details (rid) Modified on 
09/02/2004 (Entered: 08/30/2004) 


08/26/2004 




So Ordered Orally on the record during the teleconf. on 8/26/04 (SEE transcript for 
details) granting [385-1] motion to Strike the Expert Reports of Jeffrey Allen, Dr. Larry 
Dean and Dr. David Pearle, denying except as to damages and willfulness, bifurcated 
and stayed pending arbitration; [371-1] motion to Stay The Proceedings Pending the 
Outcome of the Cordis Arbitration ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties, (rid) (Entered: 09/02/2004) 


08/30/2004 


444 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 8/26/04 Teleconference; Judge Robinson presiding; 
Court Rptr. B. Gaffigan (fint) (Entered: 08/30/2004) 


08/31/2004 


445 


Steno Notes for 8/26/04 Teleconference; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. B. 
Gaffigan (fmt) (Entered: 08/3 1/2004) 


09/02/2004 




Deadline updated; set In Chambers Conference for 930 10/22/04 for three hours; set 
during 8/26/04 teleconf (rid) (Entered: 09/02/2004) 


09/02/2004 


446 


NOTICE of Withdrawal by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; Fuhvider Patton Lee 
& Utecht, LLP including Richard Bardin, Craig Bailey, Michael S. Eflcind, Ronald 
Perez, David Pitman and Richard Cates withdraw their appearance in this case for defts 
(fmt) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/03/2004 


447 


NOTICE of Withdrawal by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; withdraw D.I. # 
428 without prejudice to be refiled when and if the stay on damages is lifted (fmt) 
(Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/03/2004 




WITHDRAWAL of [428- 1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment Regarding Marking 
per D.I. # 447 (fmt) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/03/2004 


448 


NOTICE of Withdrawal by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales; withdraw D.I. # 
393 without prejudice to be refiled when and if the stay on damages is lifted (fmt) 
(Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/03/2004 




WITHDRAWAL of [393- 1] motion to Bifurcate and Conduct Trial of Damages after 
Resolution of Liability Issues in other Cases per D.I. # 448 (fmt) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 
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09/07/2004 


449 


UNOPPOSED MOTION by Medtronic Vascular with Proposed Order For Extension 
of Time (fint) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 






ri\J lYK^iL OI WlUlUraWdl Dy IVICUITUIIIL/ VdoLUlaT, 1V1CUL1UI11L Uoa JI1L-, U.L. fra H1U allU 

4 12 are withdrawn without prejudice to be refiled when the Court reopens the damages 
issues (fint) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/07/2004 




WITHDRAWAL of [416- 1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment for an Offiet on 
ACS's Alleged Lost Profits Damages Based on Amounts Already Paid on the Same 
/\ccuseu r rouucis m a r nor r roLeeuing, jhiz- i j iiiuiiuii lot r driiai ouiiiiiicuy juugiiicin 
That ACS Is Not Entitled to Lost Profits Damages on Certain Vascular Sales per D.L # 
450 (fint) (Entered: 09/07/2004) 


09/08/2004 




So Ordered granting [449-1] motion For Extension of Time reset Answer Brief 
Deadline to 9/15/04 re: [426-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not 
Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau Patents-In- Suit, 9/15/04 re: [424-1] 
motion For Claim Construction of the Boneau Patent, 9/1 5/04 re: [4 1 8- 1 ] motion For 
Claim Construction of the Lau Patent, 9/15/04 re: [414-1] motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment That the ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 
5,879,382 and Claim27 ofU.S. Patent No. 6,344,053, 9/15/04 re: [410-1] motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment That Vascular' s Accused Products Do Not Infringe The 
Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents, 9/1 5/04 re: [408- 1 ] motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel, 9/1 5/04 re: [406- 1 ] motion for 
Summary Judgment That Plaintifls 1 State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's 
Statute of Limitations, 9/15/04 re: [404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael 
D. Boneau is Not an Inventor of the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not 
Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F), 9/15/04 re: [402-1] motion for Summary 
Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents-In- Suit, 9/15/04 re: [400-1] motion for 
Summary Judgment that Medtronic's "S7" and 'Driver" Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 , and Reply Brief Deadline to 9/29/04 re: [426-1] motion 
for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of 
the Boneau Patents-In- Suit, 9/29/04 re: [4 1 4- 1 ] motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
That the ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 
and Claim27 ofU.S. PatentNo. 6,344,053, 9/29/04 re: [410-1] motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment That Vascularis Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted 
Claims of the Lau Patents, 9/29/04 re: [408-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel, 9/29/04 re: [406- 1 ] motion for Summary 
Judgment That Plaintifls 1 State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of 
Limitations, 9/29/04 re: [404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. Boneau 
is Not an Inventor of the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 
U.S.C. section 102(F), 9/29/04 re: [402-1] motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity 
of the Boneau Patents-In- Suit, 9/29/04 re: [400-1] motion for Summary Judgment that 

A A c*Aivr\r<iif>1 c nr\A ,f rVn;or" QtorYro T ft/aralk/ TnfrmrrP* f~MQtm 1 nf* T T ^ Patent XTn 

Mecnromc s o / ana lynver oieras i^iceraiiy ininnge i^iann i 01 u.o. r diem inu. 
6,432,133 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 
09/08/2004) 


09/14/2004 


451 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for Fay 
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E. Morisseau to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 09/14/2004) 


09/14/2004 




So Ordered granting [451-1] motion for Fay E. Morisseau to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 09/15/2004) 


09/15/2004 


452 


STIPULATION re responsive claim construction and sum. jgm. briefe; with proposed 
order (fint) (Entered: 09/15/2004) 


09/16/2004 




So Ordered granting [452-1] stipulation reset Answer Brief Deadline to 9/17/04 re: 
[426-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the 
Asserted Claims of the Boneau Patents-In-Suit, 9/1 7/04 re: [424-1] motion For Claim 
Construction of the Boneau Patent, 9/1 7/04 re: [4 1 8- 1 ] motion For Claim Construction 
of the Lau Patent, 9/1 7/04 re: [4 1 4- 1 ] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That the 
ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and 
Claim27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053, 9/17/04 re: [410-1] motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment That Vascularis Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted 
Claims of the Lau Patents, 9/1 7/04 re: [408- 1 ] motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel, 9/1 7/04 re: [406-1] motion for Summary 
Judgment That Plaintifls' State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of 
Limitations, 9/1 7/04 re: [404- 1 ] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. Boneau 
is Not an Inventor of the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 
U.S.C. section 102(F), 9/17/04 re: [402-1] motion for Summary Judgment oflnvalidity 
of the Boneau Patents- In-Suit, 9/17/04 re: [400-1] motion for Summary Judgment that 
Medtronic's "S7" and 'Driver 1 ' Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,432,133 , and reset Reply Brief Deadline to 10/1/04 re: [426-1] motion for Summary 
Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau 
Patents-In-Suit, 10/1/04 re: [424-1] motionFor Claim Construction of the Boneau 
Patent, 10/1/04 re: [418-1] motionFor Claim Construction of the Lau Patent, 10/1/04 
re: [414-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That the ACS Accused Stents 
Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,344,053, 10/1/04 re: [410-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That 
Vascular's Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents, 
10/1/04 re: [408-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of 
Collateral Estoppel, 10/1/04 re: [406-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Plaintifls' 
State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of Limitations, 10/1/04 re: 
[404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. Boneau is Not an Inventor of 
the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 
102(F), 10/1/04 re: [402-1] motion for Summary Judgment oflnvalidity of the Boneau 

PatpntQ-Tru^nit 1 0/1 /04 rp* T4.00- 1 1 mntinn frir ^limmnrv TiiHompnt that A/fpHtrnnif* 1 ^ 

JT dl&ilLo Hi O UiL, l/V/T" 1W. L * VV/ 1 J HiUllUll 1\JL O lUlUlKU Y J till £±11 1^1 11 lll£H 1V1CUU UlllVv o 

"S7" and "Driver" Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 09/16/2004) 


09/16/2004 




Deadline updated; set Telephone Conference for 10:00 9/17/04 re scheduling issues re 
summary jgm and claim constructioa (rid) (Entered: 09/16/2004) 


09/17/2004 




Tele-conference held; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rtpr. V. Gunning present; re: 
sum. jgm and claim construction briefing issues (fint) (Entered: 09/20/2004) 
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09/17/2004 


453 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 9/1 7/04; Judge Robinson 
presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning (fint) (Entered: 09/20/2004) 


09/20/2004 


454 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. Jacobs Louden enclosing a proposed order in each 
case extending response and reply briefing (fint) (Entered: 09/20/2004) 


09/21/2004 


455 


ORDER, reset Reply Brief Deadline to 10/5/04 re: [426-1] motion for Summary 
Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau 
Patents-In-Suit, 10/5/04 re: [424-1] motion For Claim Construction of the Boneau 
Patent, 1 0/5/04 re: [4 1 8- 1 ] motion For Claim Construction of the Lau Patent, 1 0/5/04 
re: [414-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That the ACS Accused Stents 
Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,344,053, 10/5/04 re: [410- 1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That 
Vasculare Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents, 
10/5/04 re: [408-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of 
Collateral Estoppel, 10/5/04 re: [406-1] motion for Summary Judgment That Plaintifls' 
State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by Delaware's Statute of Limitations, 10/5/04 re: 
[404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. Boneau is Not an Inventor of 
the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 
102(F), 10/5/04 re: [402-1] motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau 
Patents-In-Suit, 10/5/04 re: [400-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Medtronic's 
"S7" and 'Driver" Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 , reset 
Reply Brief Deadline to 1 0/8/04 re: [418-1] motion For Claim Construction of the Lau 
Patent, 1 0/8/04 re: [4 1 0- 1 ] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That Vascular' s 
Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents, 10/8/04 re: 
[404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. Boneau is Not an Inventor of 
the Lau Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 
1 02(F) , reset Answer Brief Deadline to 9/24/04 re: [4 1 8- 1 ] motion For Claim 
Construction of the Lau Patent, 9/24/04 re: [410- 1] motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment That Vascular's Accused Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of 
the Lau Patents, 9/24/04 re: [404-1] motion for Summary Judgment that Michael D. 

RfYnpaii k XTnt 9kw Tnvpntrvr nfthp T an Patents PinH that tVip T an Patpnte arp TnvaliH 

±J\JlL\ r Cl\JL Jo 1 > U I all JJ.lVl/lllv/1 UI LI IV L-j(X\A ± dtVlitO CHILI U.1&1 UIV L/Clti A CllVlllO Cut liUl JJ.lVuliU 

Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL 
(rid) (Entered: 09/21/2004) 


09/21/2004 


456 


SPAT FD An<;wpr Rripf Filed hv AHvanrpH Card in Sv<? friiiHant Salps Tn Rp^nnn^p to 

Medtronic Vascular's Opening Markman Brief on the Disputed Claims of the Boneau 
Patents (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


457 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [456-1] answer brief (fint) Modified on 09/22/2004 (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/91/9004 


458 


AriQw/pr Rripf FilpH hv NyTpHtrnnif 1 \/?*cr*ii1?»r IvfpHtrnnip TTSA Tup r4rt9-1 1 tnntinn fnr 

l\l lo W CI JJllCl ± liCLl UV IVlGUU.v'lllL' V do V LllCll ; IVlVll Li Willi' wO-iV UIV ^*TV/Z.~ 1 J lllUUUll JAJ1 

Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents- In-Suit - Reply Brief due 
10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


459 


Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [424-1] motion For 
Claim Construction of the Boneau Patent - Reply Brief due 10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 
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09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


460 


Answer Brief F fled by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [426-1] motion for 
Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of the 
Boneau Patents- In- Suit - Reply Brief due 10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


461 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [414-1] motion 
for Partial Summarv Judement That the ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe Claim 1 
of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053 - Reply 
Brief due 10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


462 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [461-1] answer brief (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/21/2004 


463 


SFALFT) Third Sunnlemental Annendix of Exhibits in Sunnort of Motions for Partial 
Summary Judgment and Markman Brief; and Declaration of Matthew F. Weil Filed by 
Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 09/22/2004) 


09/24/2004 


464 


Answer Rrief Filed hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc T408- 1 1 motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel - Reply Brief due 
10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


465 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. 5 Guidant Sales [410-1] motion 
for Partial Summarv Judement That Vascular' s Accused Products Do Not Infringe The 

ivl M~ CXX 1X1*41 i^J VXX X XX X X4~XX T J UUC111V11L XliUL ▼ UOVU1U1 IJ X A. V V V40 V V* X Ji VS V* U W J**r\J X ^ V/ l> XXIXXIIJ^V A X IV 

Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents - Reply Brief due 10/8/04 (fint) (Entered: 
09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


466 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [465-1] answer brief (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


467 


SEALED Answering Claim Construction Brief Regarding the Lau Patent Terms Filed by 
Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


468 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [400-1] 
motion for Summarv Judgment that Medtronic's "S7" and "Driver" Stents Literallv 
Infringe Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 - Reply Brief due 10/5/04 (fint) 
(Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


469 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [404-1] 
motion for Summarv Tudement that Michael D Boneau is Not an Inventor of the Lau 
Patents and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) - 
Reply Brief due 10/8/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


470 


Answer Rrief Filed hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc \4 1 8- 1 1 motion For 

/ VJ XO VV AS 1 lv X. A. IIVU \*J V ITIWUU Vlllv Y UOvUlUl j ITIVUU VIUV *S C_/ 1 %. AA IV II 1 U J 111VUV11 A VSX 

Claim Construction of the Lau Patent - Reply Brief due 10/8/04 (fint) (Entered: 
09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


471 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [406-1] 
motion for Summary Judgment That Plaintiffs 1 State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by 
Delaware's Statute of Limitations - Reply Brief due 10/5/04 (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 
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09/24/2004 


412 


SEALED Declaration of James G. Rizzo (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/24/2004 


473 


SEALED Declaration of Sara A. Poulos (fint) (Entered: 09/27/2004) 


09/27/2004 


474 


Letter to Clerk from P. Bangle enclosing corrected version of D.I. #471 and Appendix 
to Corrected D.I. # 471 (fint) (Entered: 09/28/2004) 


09/27/2004 


475 


SEALED Appendix to Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc 
Appending [47 1- l]corrected answer brief (fint) (Entered: 09/28/2004) 


1 0/01/9004 


476 


TTnonnoQerl Reniie^t hv AHvanren 1 f^arHio Sw fiiiiHpint Sfile^ for an Fvten^ion of Time 

to File Reply Briefe Solely Regarding the Validity of the Boneau Patents (fint) (Entered: 
10/04/2004) 


10/04/2004 


411 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re list of 
potential feet witnesses (fint) (Entered: 10/05/2004) 


10/04/2004 


478 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re list of 
feet witnesses (fint) (Entered: 1 0/05/2004) 


10/05/2004 


479 


Reply Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [414- 1] motion for 

Partial ^limtnfirv TiiHortvnt That thf 1 AfS AppiispH Stpnts T itpraHv Tnfrinw Claim 1 of 

U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053 (fint) (Entered: 
10/06/2004) 


1 0/0S/7004 


480 


SFAT FD Renlv Rrief Filed hv Advanced Cardin Svs Guidant Sales T426-1 1 motion 
for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of 
the Boneau Patents-In-Suit (fint) (Entered: 10/06/2004) 


10/05/2004 


481 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Anne Shea Gaza by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales in 
Support of [480-1] reply brief (fint) (Entered: 10/06/2004) 


10/06/2004 




So Ordered granting [476-1] motion for an Extension of Time to File Reply Briefs 
Solely Regarding the Validity of the Boneau Patents reset Reply Brief Deadline to 

1 O/R/04 re* T409- 1 1 motion fnr Siimmarv TiiHompnt nf TnvaliHitv of the Ronefni Patente- 

In- Suit ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 
10/06/2004) 


10/06/2004 


482 


Declaration of Karen Jacbos Louden enclosing a true and correct copy of the '984 
patent (fint) (Entered: 10/07/2004) 


1 0/0R/9004 




CFRTTFTnATF OF WRVTCF hv Medrronir Vascular MeHtronir USA Tnr re nlffc 1 

list of feet witnesses for (1) CA No. 98-80; (2) CA NO. 04-34; and (3) CA NO. 98- 
478. (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


I \Jf\JOf Zrl/l/T - 




SFAT FD Renlv Rrief Filed hv MeHtronir Vascular MeHtronir T IS A Tnr T4 1 0- 1 1 
motion for Partial Summary Judgment That Vascular's Accused Products Do Not 
Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


485 


SEALED Reply Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys. 5 Guidant Sales [408-1] motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment Under the Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel (rid) (Entered: 
10/12/2004) 
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10/08/2004 


486 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [485-1] reply brief (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


IU/uo/ZUUH 


AQ1 


r,M i ,r,i / ivepiy Dnciriicu oy /\uvdnLcu i—druiu oya., vjuiuaiu oaics> |tuo-ij iiiuuun 
for Summary Judgment That Plaintifls' State Law Claims Are Time-Barred by 
Delaware's Statute of Limitations (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


488 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Shea Gaza by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales Re: 
[487-1] repry brief (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


489 


SEALED Reply Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [404-1] motion 
ior oumniary juogrneni uiai iviicnaci u. xsoneau is in 01 dii jjivcniur 01 uic i^du r aicnis 
and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) (rid) (Entered: 
10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


490 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [489-1] repry brief (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 




ylOl 
1 


>>r,Ai .r.i i Kepry onei riieu oy /vuvanceu v^aruio oys., uuiuani oaies |huz-ij motion 
for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents- In-Suit (rid) (Entered: 
10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


492 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [491-1] repry brief (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


1U/U2S/ZUU4 




^>r,Ai ,r,i ) K.epry DnciriicQ oy /vjvanceQ L^arcno oys., vjuiuani oaies [tuu- ij mouon 
for Summary Judgment that Medtronic's "S7" and "Driver" Stents Literally Infringe Claim 
1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


10/08/2004 


494 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Frederick L. Cottrell by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales Re: [493-1] reply brief (rid) (Entered: 10/12/2004) 


10/12/2004 




Deadline updated; reset Status Conference for 3:00 10/21/04 (rid) (Entered: 
10/12/2004) 


10/18/2004 


495 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales re list of 
potential rebuttal feet witnesses (frnt) (Entered: 10/19/2004) 


10/20/2004 


496 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 
Mauricio Flores to Appear Pro Hac Vice (frnt) (Entered: 10/20/2004) 


10/21/2004 




So Ordered granting [496-1] motion for Mauricio Flores to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 10/21/2004) 


1 (\H 1 nc\(\A 
1U/Z1/ZUU4 




\jYai Argument neio, juoge ivODinson presiQing, cn. rpu\ nawKins, re ciaim consinicuon 
and summary jgm; held jointly whh CA No. 98-80 and 04-34-SLR (rid) Modified on 
10/22/2004 (Entered: 10/22/2004) 


10/21/2004 


497 


NOTICE of Change of Proposed Claim Construction by Medtronic Vascular, 
Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 10/22/2004) 


10/22/2004 




Oral Arugment continues from previous day; Judge Robinson presiding; crt. rptr. 
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Hawkins; re patent issues and claim construction; held jointly with CA NO. 98-478 and 
04-34-SLR. (rid) (Entered: 10/25/2004) 


10/25/2004 


498 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 1 0/2 1/04 Oral Argument; Judge Robinson presiding; 
Hawkins Reporting Service (fint) (Entered: 10/26/2004) 


10/25/2004 


499 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 10/22/04 Oral Argument; Judge Robinson presiding; 
Hawkins Reporting Service; Volume 2 (fint) (Entered: 10/26/2004) 


10/28/2004 


500 


Letter to Deputy Clerk DMeo from P. Bangle re notebooks of powerpoint slides used 
in cnniimctinn with its oral arguments of 1 0/21 and 10/22' 3 of those slides have 
typographical errors; enclosing the corrected slides for substitution (fint) (Entered: 
10/29/2004) 


1 1/04/2004 


501 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re pins' 
revised witness list (fint) (Entered: 1 1/04/2004) 


1 1/05/2004 


502 


1st Amended Potential Fact Witness list by Advanced Cardio Sys., GukJant Sales (rid) 
(Entered: 1 1/08/2004) 


11/16/2004 


503 


STIPULATION to extend filing of and briefing on motions in limine; with proposed 
order (rid) (Entered: 1 1/16/2004) 


1 1/16/2004 

11/ 1 V/^vV/l 


504 


NOTTCF hv lVTedtronic Vascular to take denosition of Steven Onolski on 1 1 /21/04* 

11 v 1 1 v>l_/ l~/ V IVlVUUV/lilv V dOVWJC*! WJ W4JVV \J.VL/V/OHlV/ll VI L/IVW11 V_y IJV/IOIVI \J1 1 1 1 / ^* ~J l v i j 

Gary Johnson on 12/2/04; SamiHamade on 12/7/04; TimLimonon 12/7/04; Beverly 
Huss on 12/9/04; and Bjorn Svenson on 12/10/04 (fint) (Entered: 1 1/17/2004) 


1 1/17/2004 
1 1/ 1 1 1 




So Ordered prantinp TSO^-l 1 stinulation reset Motion in Limine Filing deadline to 

kJV/ V/l Uvl vll CU JVii 1 mJ \J *J 1 J k3llLy LUCLlll/ll 1 ViJvl 1V1U I.IV1 1 111 J ill 1 Hi X 11X1 J£L UvClUJiliV WJ 

12/3/04, responses due 12/17/04 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties, (rid) (Entered: 11/17/2004) 


12/03/2004 


505 


STIPULATIONS concerning the presentation of evidence and argument during liability 
triads); with proposed order (rid) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


12/03/2004 


506 


1VTOTTON hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales with Pronosed Order in Limine no 

IVlV/ 11V/1 l Jl ''UtIUIvvU V/CUUXv J ^ VJUIUCUU kJ CI Iv l3 VV1UX 1 1 v-f VJ KJ kJ W VI V/lvlvi 111 1-/-11 1 111 IK* llvy • 

1 to exclude Medtronic's June 12, 2001 submission during prosecution of U.S. Patent 
'053 Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [506-1] motion(rld) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


12/03/2004 


507 


IVfOTTON hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales with Pronosed Order in Limine no 

1 ▼ 1 W llvll J i XU VUllvvU V/CUVliV U Y J.j V_J 141 vl Ml 11 k_J CllV-O Willi JL 1 V/UvJVU V/lVlVl 111 1— /HI 111 IV 1 IV ♦ 

2 to preclude the testimony of Medtronic's Patent Law Expert Don W. Martens Answer 
Brief due 12/17/04 re: [507-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


12/03/2004 


508 


SEALED MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order in 
T imine no 3 to nrechide Medtronic from introducing arcniment or evidence relating to its 

JL~/11 1 111 IS.' 1 l\J . -J WJ UlvvlUUV IVlVUUUlllv 11 Will 111L1 WlUVlllcl CUf^Ullll/lll vl \s V l\X \*1 IV/ \s IVlClllllg, Ivv ItO 

claim that ACS misappropriated trade secrets in the trial for the Boneau Patent Claim 
Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [508-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


12/03/2004 


509 


MGTTON hv Advanced Cardio Svs Guidant Sales with Pronosed Order in Limine no 

IVlv/ 11V/11 2f **^1 " CUlvvU VCUU1U LJ YlJ.j VJUIUCUlV i~J CIIV'lJ WILLI 1 1 Vl/UiJvU V/ 1 111 1_/11 1 111 IV 1 1KJ • 

4 to exclude testimony by Steven Opolski Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [509-1] 
motion (rid) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


12/03/2004 


510 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order in Limine no. 
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5 to exclude irrelevant evidence concerning Governmental investigations and FDA 
recalls Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [510-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 12/03/2004) 


1 2/03/2004 


511 


MOTION hv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc with Prooosed Order in Limine 
no. 1 to preclude testimony, evidence, briefs, rulings, orders, and jgms. from other 
proceeding? Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [51 1-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 12/07/2004) 


12/01/2004 


512 


SF AT FD MOTION bv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc in Limine no 2 
exclude certain irrelevant and unduly prejudicial evidence Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: 
[512-1] motion (rid) Modified on 12/07/2004 (Entered: 12/07/2004) 


12/03/2004 


513 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc in Limine no. 4 to preclude 
Heft*? from introducing evidence re standards of clinical usefulness nost- dating the 
8/24/1989 filing date of the '331 patent Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [513-1] motion 
(rid) (Entered: 12/07/2004) 


1 2/03/2004 


514 


SFAT FD MOTION bv Medtronic Vascular Medtronic USA Inc in Limine no 5 to 
preclude ACS from making reference to its license agreements with Cordis and BS 
Answer Brief due 12/17/04 re: [514-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 12/07/2004) 


1 2/06/2004 




So Ordered prantin^ r^0^- 1 1 stipulations concerning the presentation of evidence and 
argument during liability triads) ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties, (rid) (Entered: 12/06/2004) 


1 2/06/2004 


516 


T i^tter to Tudcrp Robinson from K Louden listing the motions in limine filed on 12/3/04: 
motions in limine filed in Ca No. 98-80-SLRare:No. 1, No. 2, No. 4, and No. 5 (rid) 
(Entered: 12/07/2004) 


12/15/2004 


517 


Unopposed motion to extend brief schedule with proposed order (rid) (Entered: 
12/15/2004) 


12/15/2004 




So Ordered granting [517-1] stipulation reset Answer Brief Deadline to 12/22/04 re: 
[510-1] motion in Limine no. 5 to exclude irrelevant evidence concerning Governmental 
investigations and FDA recalls, 12/22/04 re: [509-1] motion in Limine no. 4 to exclude 
testimony by Steven Opolski, 12/22/04 re: [508-1] motion in Limine no. 3 to preclude 
Medtronic from introducing argument or evidence relating to its claim that ACS 
misappropriated trade secrets in the trial for the Boneau Patent Claim, 12/22/04 re: 
[507-1] motion in Limine no. 2 to preclude the testimony of Medtronic's Patent Law 
Expert Don W. Martens, 12/22/04 re: [506-1] motion in Limine no. 1 to exclude 
Medtronic's June 12 ? 2001 submission during prosecution of U.S. Patent f 053, 
12/22/04 re: [5 14-1] motion in Limine no. 5 to preclude ACS from making reference to 
its license agreements with Cordis and BS, 12/22/04 re: [513-1] motion in Limine no. 4 
to preclude defts. from introducing evidence re standards of clinical usefulness post- 
dating the 8/24/1989 filing date of the '331 patent, 12/22/04 re: [512-1] motion in 
Limine no. 2 exclude certain irrelevant and unduly prejudicial evidence, 12/22/04 re: 
1 1-11 motion in T imine no 1 to nrechide testimonv evidence briefs rulings orders. 

1 Ji 1 1 I illVsUVSll 111 1^11 1111 IV llv/. X lv/ Ul VvlUUv LViJllllAV/ll Y , vVlWVIlVVj U L IV AO ^ J. Will Ig^J, viuwivjj 

and jgms. from other proceedings ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all 
parties, (rid) (Entered: 12/16/2004) 


12/17/2004 


518 


MEMORANDUM OPINION ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL 
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(rid) (Entered: 12/17/2004) 


19/1 7/9004 




wXvL/XZ/JV UCIiyillg |_HvO"lJ IllUUUIl 1UI ralliiXl OUlIlIIlaiy JUU^lllClll UI1UCI U1C J-ZUL'lIlllC UI 

Collateral Estoppel ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 
12/17/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 


S90 


^PAT Ih'I 1 Ancwpr Rripf P'iIpH Kv AHvanfpH f^arHin ^ vq {^TiiiH^nt ^lalp^ T^14-1l mr\tinn 

rL/~Vl jY^AJ /Alio W CI 131 1C1 1 1K/U Vjy r\\X VCU1L/CU x^CUUlU i3jo.« VJUlviCUll kJdlt-o |^ It 1 J lllv/LlWll 

in Limine no. 5 to preclude ACS from making reference to its license agreements with 
Cordis and BS (frnt) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 

V 


S91 


^T-J 1 AT Ih'I 1 Ancu/pr Ri*iptT* iIpH n\/ An\/5itif*pH C^^\Tf\\r\ iTinnjint xjhpq 1^1 1 — 11 mntir\n 

O ijf\ 1 *iA J /-\llo WC1 JJllCl 17 ilCU Uj rWJi Vaill/CU v_/dl VJ1VJ ijjo.j VJUlUallL lj<J1Co 1 1*1 J 111UL1U11 

in Limine no. 1 to preclude testimony, evidence, briefs, rulings, orders, and jgms. from 
other proceedings (fint) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


12/22/2004 


522 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [513-1] motion 

m T tmmp nr\ 4 tr\ r\rpr*1iiHp Hpfl'c "frr\m tntrr\Hnr*ino" PVirlptir'P i*p etianHsirHc f*1tnir*5il 

m l^ii i mic iiu. h iu prcviuuc uciu>. jtuiii uiiruuui'iiig, cviuciilc ic dictiiudiuo ui ciuucai 

usefulness post-dating the 8/24/1989 filing date of the '331 patent (frnt) (Entered: 
12/29/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 


^9^ 


A ncwjpt* T^t*ip"PT^i1pH hv \4pHtTr\nip Y/jicpiilQt* TV/TpHtrr^nir* TT^A Trip l~^07-1l motir^n tn 
/AJloVVCI DOCl F11CU Uj 1VICUUU111C VaoCUlal, 1V1CULIUI1IC Uja JJIL- \_J\J 1 1J lllUUUil 111 

Limine no. 2 to preclude the testimony of Medtronic's Patent Law Expert Don W. 
Martens (fint) Modified on 12/29/2004 (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


12/22/2004 


524 


Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [509-1] motion in 
Limine no. 4 to exclude testimony by Steven Opolski (fint) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


12/22/2004 


525 


SEALED Answer Brief Filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc [508-1] 

TYiotinn m T imtnp tin "X tr\ tarpon in p \/fpn1rnnir from Tntr*r\riiir , tncx qtoi nnptit r\v pvinpnpp 
uiuiiuii ui i^iiimic iiu. j iu uicuiuuc ivicu.uuiiiv^ iiuiii uiuuuu^uig, cuguiiicin ui cvkigiiL'C 

relating to its claim that ACS misappropriated trade secrets in the trial for the Boneau 
Patent Claim (fint) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 




/vlloVVCl OllCl rUCU uy IVICUUUIUL VdoLUloI, IVICUIIUIIIL UjA JLUC lyUU-lJ IllUUUIl ill 

Limine no. 1 to exclude Medtronic's June 12, 2001 submission during prosecution of 
U.S. Patent '053 (fint) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 


^97 


/viibwcr r>nci riicu vy ivicuuruiiiL/ v<^cuiar ? ivicuiruiiiL Ul>/\ jjiL' [jiu- ij iiiuuuii ui 
Limine no. 5 to exclude irrelevant evidence concerning Governmental investigations and 
FDA recalls (fint) (Entered: 12/29/2004) 


1 9/99/9004 


S9R 


JUUlUCl IU Duv b OllCl ill v/ppUolLlUll IU i lLLj iVHJUUll 111 1^111 ill 1C LU JZ/AUlUUC 

Certain Testimony and Evidence by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) 
(Entered: 12/29/2004) 


01/03/2005 


529 


Proposed Preliminary Jury instructions by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc 
(fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


530 


Proposed Jury Verdict Form filed by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) 
(Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


531 


Proposed Voir dire to the Jury Panel by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) 
(Entered: 01/03/2005) 
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01/03/2005 


532 


Boneau Proposed Jury instructions by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) 
(Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


533 


Lau Proposed Jury instructions by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 
01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


534 


Lau Proposed Preliminary Jury instructions by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales 
(fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


535 


Proposed Template for Verdict Form in Boneau Case filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., 
Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


536 


Proposed Template for Verdict Form in Lau Case filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., 
Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


537 


Proposed Boneau Preliminary Jury instructions by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant 
Sales (fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


538 


Joint Proposed pre-trial order filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Medtronic Vascular, 
Medtronic USA Inc, Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 01/03/2005) 


01/03/2005 


539 


Proposed Final Jury instructions by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) 
(Entered: 01/03/2005) 




540 


T /i+tf^r tr\ TnHcrp T?r\htncnn frrvm T T^r*1i7fvfi ptiplrwttiQ a flnrvnv HiqIt pnntatnincF HnpiimpntQ 

LfCllCl IU J UUg>C XXAJUllliUll liVJlll J-/. ± \JU£XJ II CIl^HJMllg a llXjyj^jy UlolV l/VJllldllllllg^ UUV^UllltXllo 

submitted on behalf of Medtronic Vascular, Inc. and Medtronic, USA, Inc. (fint) 
(Entered: 01/04/2005) 


01/04/2005 


549 


Letter to Clerk from P. Bangle re pretrial order filed by Medtronic Vascular; 

enclosed for insertion; also, cover page to Medtonic's proposed jury instructions was 
incorrect; enclosing replacement cover pages (fint) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 




541 


MFMOR ATsJDTTM ORDFR rnrKtnrina dkmitprl Haim lancaiacrp in II S Patents '^31 

'278, '382, and '053 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) Modified 
on 01/05/2005 (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


Ul/UJ/ZUUJ 




MFMOR AMDT IM ORTYFR rnnstnitna HkniitfH claim lanoiiaw in T I S Patents '1 54 
721, '893, 776, '167, '168, and '133 ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: 
cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


543 


MEMORANDUM OPINION ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL 
(rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


544 


ORDER granting [406- 1 ] motion for Summary Judgment That Plaintiffs' State Law 
Claims Are Time- Barred by Delaware's Statute of Limitations, granting [404-1] motion 

iUI OUlIlilKtl Y JUUt^lllClll UlCtl IvllLdKlCl J_A OUllGaU Jo 1NUL oil lllVC-lllVJl UX Lilt- JUaU I dl&lllo 

and that the Lau Patents are Not Invalid Under 35 U.S.C. section 102(F) ( signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


545 


MEMORANDUM OPINION ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL 
(rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 
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01/05/2005 


546 


ORDER granting [426- 1 ] motion for Summary Judgment That Its Stents Do Not 
Infringe Any of the Asserted Claims of the Boneau Patents-In-Suit, denying [414-1] 
motion for Partial Summary Judgment That the ACS Accused Stents Literally Infringe 
Claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 5,879,382 and Claim 27 of U.S. Patent No. 6,344,053, 
denying [410-1] motion for Partial Summary Judgment That Vascular's Accused 
Products Do Not Infringe The Asserted Claims of the Lau Patents, denying [402-1] 
motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the Boneau Patents- In-Suh, granting 

Tzlflfl 11 mntinrt frtr Qiimrnnrv TnHompnt that Mf»Htrnnir'« "C7" anH "Driver" ^tf»nt<5 
ihuu- i j motion lur ouiiiiiiary juu^iuciii uiai ivicuuuiiic o cuiu xyiivci olciilo 

Literally Infringe Claim 1 ofU.S. Patent No. 6,432,133 ( signed by Judge Sue L. 

Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


547 


ORDER granting [513-1] motion in Limine no. 4 to preclude defts. from introducing 
evidence re standards of clinical usefulness post-dating the 8/24/1989 filing date of the 
'33 1 patent, granting [5 12-1] motion in Limine no. 2 exclude certain irrelevant and 
unuuiy prejuuiciai cviucnwc, uciiyiiig [ji i~ i j muuuii ui juuiiuic iiu. 1 iu picciuuc 
testimony, evidence, briefs, ruling, orders, and jgms. from other proceedings ( signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


548 


ORDER granting [510-1] motion in Limine no. 5 to exclude irrelevant evidence 
concerning Governmental investigations and FDA recalls, granting [509-1] motion in 
Limine no. 4 to exclude testimony by Steven Opolski, granting [508-1] motion in Limine 
no. 3 to preclude Medtronic from introducing argument or evidence relating to its claim 
that ACS misappropriated trade secrets in the trial for the Boneau Patent Claim, granting 
[507- 1] motion in Limine no. 2 to preclude the testimony of Medtronic's Patent Law 
Expert Don W. Martens, granting [506-1] motion in Limine no. 1 to exclude 
Medtronic ! s June 12, 2001 submission during prosecution of U.S. Patent ! 053, granting 
[ji^f- ij mo uon m mimic no. j lo prcL'iuuc f\\^& irum iiioK.iiig, icicicnt/C iu iu> licence 
agreements with Cordis and BS ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL 
(rid) (Entered: 01/05/2005) 


01/05/2005 


550 


Proposed Voir dire to the Jury Panel by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) 
(Entered: 01/05/2005) 


UI/uj/ZUUj 




lVlOOlinH DO 111. IH-ZrH— 1 J IIIULIUII fUl v^Jilllll v^UIloLI ULL1UI1 Ul U1C OUiICdu r dLCIll VJ-*^ -LV.1. 

541) and mooting [418-1] motion For Claim Construction of the Lau Patent (per D.I. 

542) . (rid) (Entered: 01/06/2005) 


01/06/2005 


551 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Michael 
V. O'Shaughnessy to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 01/06/2005) 


01/06/2005 


552 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales with Proposed Order for Michael 
Andrew Hotanan to Appear Pro Hac Vice (fint) (Entered: 0 1/06/2005) 


01/06/2005 




Pre-trial conference held; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning present; 
held jointly w/ 98-478-SLR and 04-34-SLR (fint) (Entered: 01/07/2005) 


01/07/2005 


554 


Steno Notes for 1/6/05 for CA NO. 98-80; 98-478; and 04-34-SLR; Judge Robinson 
presiding; crt. rptr. V. Gunning (rid) (Entered: 01/10/2005) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 



54/87 



5/14/2012 CM/ECF LIVE - U.S. District Courtded 



01/07/2005 


555 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] pre-trial conference for dates of 1/6/05; Judge Robinson 
presiding crt rptr. V. Gunning (rid) (Entered: 01/10/2005) 


01/10/2005 


553 


ORDER granting [552-1] motion for Michael Andrew Holtman to Appear Pro Hac 

glaJUlIlg [yJl-lj IIlUllUIl 1U1 IVllLIlaCl V. \J ollaUJJllIlCd&y IU /*\.ppcal rlU nav V1CC, 

IN THE FUTURE the parties shall submit one order for multiple admission motions ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 01/10/2005) 


01/11/2005 




Deadline iq)dated; reset Jury Trial for 930 2/7/05 (rid) (Entered: 01/1 1/2005) 


Ul/ 1 D/ZVvJJ 


JJO 


1 LK^LL Ul LllcUlgC Ul aUUiCoo 1UI ill 1 11 Ul F 11 lllC^al J, PICllUCloUll, raldUUVV, VJcUl CLL oc 

Dunner, LLP in Washington, DC by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (rid) 
(Entered: 01/13/2005) 


01/14/2005 




Deadline updated; Telephone Conference for 9:00 1/19/05 (rid) (Entered: 01/14/2005) 


m /1 a/onn^ 

Ul/ 1 O/ZUUj 


~>.} / 


llvyi\ Uy IVICUUUIUL/ V c^L-Ulill , IVICUIIUIIIL/ Uja JllC 1U1 IVCwUIlMUClallUIl Ul LJ a tU~1J 

order, [545-1] order of the court's grant of sum. jgm. of infringement of Claim 1 of the 
■133 patent Answer Brief due 2/1/05 re: [557-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 01/18/2005) 


01 /1 s/?oo^ 




IVlvy Ilv/1N Dy IVlCUirUIUL' V doCUlaT, IvlCtlUUIllL Uja JllC 1UI IVCCUilMUCIaLlUll Ul L-Jfr-lJ 

order, [543-1] order of court's grant of sum. jgm that pltfe.' state law claims are time- 
barred Answer Brief due 2/1/05 re: [558-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 01/18/2005) 


01/18/2005 


559 


SEALED MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc for Reconsideration 

Ul [jH't" 1J UlUCI, [J4j" 1J UIUCI Ul U1C CUUIl D g^alll Ul oUllL J^llL Ulal 1VJ1. OUIlCaU lo I1UL 

an inventor on the Lau Patents Answer Brief due 2/1/05 re: [559-1] motion (rid) 
(Entered: 01/18/2005) 


01/19/2005 




Tele-conference held; Judge Robinson presiding; crt. rptr. V. Gunning, (rid) (Entered: 
01/19/2005) 


01/19/2005 




Deadline updated; set Telephone Conference for 9:00 2/2/05 (rid) (Entered: 
01/19/2005) 


01/19/2005 


560 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc re 2nd 
revised witness list (ffnt) (Entered: 01/20/2005) 


01/19/2005 


561 


Letter to Judge Robinson from A. Shea Gaza enclosing ACS' proposed form of Final 
Judgment (fint) (Entered: 01/20/2005) 


01/19/2005 


562 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. Jacobs Louden enclosing Medtronic Vascular's 
proposed form of Final Judgment (ftnt) (Entered: 01/20/2005) 


U 1/iU/ZuU J 


JOJ 


iir/At jVaj iwwj iivyiN uy ivicuuuiiiu vabcuiai, ivicuuuiiiL' uon Jiic ill i^iiimic lu picviuuc 

evidence or argument re the Palmaz stent that conflicts with the court's findings Answer 
Brief due 2/3/05 re: [563-1] motion (rid) (Entered: 01/21/2005) 


01/20/2005 


564 


TRANSCRIPT filed [0-0] telephone conference for dates of 1/19/05; Judge Robinson 
presiding; crt. rptr. V. Gunning (rid) (Entered: 01/21/2005) 


01/26/2005 


565 


NOTICE of Outstanding Issues by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) 
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(Entered: 01/26/2005) 


01/26/2005 


566 


NOTICE of Issues to Be Raised At the February 2, 2005 Teleconference by Medtronic 
Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 01/26/2005) 


01/26/2005 


567 


Revised Trial Exhibit list by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales (fint) (Entered: 
01/26/2005) 


01/27/2005 


568 


Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [557-1] motion for 

RprnrrciHpratinn of T546- 1 1 nrHpr T545-11 ordpr nfthp rniirt's orantofsiim ipto of 
infringement of Claim 1 of the '133 patent - Reply Brief due 2/3/05 (fint) (Entered: 
01/28/2005) 


01/27/2005 


569 


Answer Brief Filed by Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales [559-1] motion for 

Rppon^irfpration of rS44— 1 1 ordpr 1^4^-11 ottIpt' of thp court's prant of sum ipm that 

Mr. Boneau is not an inventor on the Lau Patents - Reply Brief due 2/3/05 (fint) 
(Entered: 01/28/2005) 


01 DID 005 




An^u/pr Rripfl^ilpH hv AHvatirpn 1 f^arHio Svs fTiiiHfint Slalps motion for 

Reconsideration of [544-1] order, [543-1] order of court's grant of sum. jgm. that pltfe.' 
state law claims are time-barred - Reply Brief due 2/3/05 (fint) (Entered: 01/28/2005) 


01/98/9005 


^71 


AtiQWpr T^ripf InlpH Hv AHvanrprl f^arHio Sv<? fiiiidfint Salps 1 motion in T iminp 

to preclude evidence or argument re the Palmaz stent that conflicts with the court's 
findings (fint) (Entered: 01/31/2005) 


01/31/2005 




Deadline updated; set hearing for 9:00 2/2/05 instead of T/C (fint) Modified on 
01/31/2005 (Entered: 01/31/2005) 


01/31/2005 




Deadline updated; reset hearing for 9:00 2/2/05 (fint) Modified on 01/3 1/2005 
(Entered: 01/31/2005) 


02/01/2005 


572 


Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc response to [565-1] ACS's notice of 
outstanding issues (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


02/01/2005 


573 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. CottreD, HI enclosing a disk containing docs in Word 
Perfect format (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


02/01/2005 


574 


The Parties' Joint Proposed Preliminary Jury instructions (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


02/01/2005 


575 


The Parties' Proposed Voir dire questions to the Jury Panel (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


02/01/2005 


576 


The Parties' Respective Verdict Forms (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


02/01/2005 


577 


Steno Notes for 1/19/05 Teleconf (fint) (Entered: 02/01/2005) 


09/01/9005 


578 


OT?TYFT? HpnvTncr 1 motion in T iminp to nrpphiHp pviHpnrp or flrcnimpnt i*p tViP 

XVL/J_>rV vlCllYlllc, UUJ 1] UlUllvJll 111 i_/ 111 ill It WJ UlCvlUUt' tVlUCllvt \JL cu. iiUllltllL It UJt/ 

Pahnaz stent that conflicts with the court's findings ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) 
copies to: cnsl (fint) (Entered: 02/02/2005) 


AO /AO /OAAC 

U2/U2/2UU5 


5 /y 


MrMUKANDUM UKJL>hiv denying p jy- 1 J motion tor Reconsideration ot p44- 1 J 
order, [543- 1 ] order of the court's grant of sum, jgm that Mr. Boneau is not an inventor 
on the Lau Patents, denying [558-1] motion for Reconsideration of [544- 1] order, 
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[543-1] order of court's grant of sum jgm. that pltfs.' state law claims are time- barred, 

oratitino" 1 1 mntinn frvr RppnriciH pratinn r\~f [ 1 1 nrHpr 1 1 nrHpr of flip 

^OllUllg, UlUlIUll 1UI IVCCUllolUClClUtJIl \JL ^*tv/~IJ UlvlCl, ^-''T.J-.IJ U1UCI *J1 U1C 

court's grant of sum. jgm. of infringement of Claim 1 of the '133 patent ( signed by Judge 
Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 02/02/2005) 


02/02/2005 


580 


TRANSCRIPT filed for dates of 2/2/05 Hearing; Judge Robinson presiding; Court 
Rptr. V. Gunning (frnt) (Entered: 02/02/2005) 




581 

Jul 


T /»ffpr td TiiHop T?fVhtncr»n frnm If TfipnKe T miHpn rp QtatiiQ nf thp Rnnpan '^^1 ■nafpnt 

l^CLLCI IXj J UxlcS* X\AJU111o*J11 IIUIXI IV. JClLUUo -L/L/ULlwll iv oLclLUo VJ1 UlW JJVJllvClLi J J X jJdltllL do 

prior art to the Lau patents and the state of the record concerning Medtronic's 
allegations of inequitable conduct (frnt) (Entered: 02/02/2005) 


02/02/2005 


582 


JUDGMENT for Advanced Cardio Sys., Guidant Sales against Medtronic Vascular, 
Medtronic USA Inc with respect to the Boneau patents- in- suit; ACS ! s counterclaim for 
declaratory jgm of patent invalidity and unenforceability of the Boneau patents- in- suit is 
dismissed without prejudice; final jgm is entered in favor of ACS and agst Medtronic 
with respect to Medtronic's state law claims for trade secret misappropriation, breach of 
contract, actual fraud, unjust enrichments, and unfair competition; Medtronic shall pay 
ACS's costs incurred in defending agst pltf/s claims for infringement of the Boneau 
patents and state law claims; court expressly determines no just reason for delay in 
entering this final jgm until final determination of the remaining claims in this case for 

rpQcnnc onrl ornimHc tnpliiH trier tlitit nti immpHifitp Qt"\t"\psi1 \x/i11 pvnpflttp at* cw/f^tf nTTfnPt* 
iCaoUIIo dllU. gjIUUIlUo Illl/lUUIIig lllal all UlllllCUlalC appeal WILL CApCUllC UI aVCIl 1LUU1C1 

litigation, (signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 
02/02/2005) 


02/03/2005 


583 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, HI enclosing an agreed-to form of Order 
realigning the parties and modifying the caption (frnt) (Entered: 02/03/2005) 


02/03/2005 


584 


Letter to Judge Robinson from F. Cottrell, HI responding to Medtronic's letter to the 
Court of 2/2/05 (frnt) (Entered: 02/03/2005) 


02/03/2005 




Status conference held in Courtroom 6B; re jury trial; Judge Robinson presiding; crt. 
rptr. V. Gunning present, (rid) (Entered: 02/03/2005) 


02/04/2005 


585 


ORDER for REALIGNMENT OF PARTES AND CAPTION in light of court's 
recent ruling?, including Opinions and Orders issued on 1/5/05, the parties are realigned 

allU U1C CapiiUll lo V^IIailgCU IU lllaiVC IVICUUUIIIC U1C UCll. ailU rW^LJ U1C pill. JiUlil Ullo 

point forward; all papers filed shall reflect this change ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 02/04/2005) 


02/04/2005 




Per D.L 585 the party roles have been switched; in Editor the changes have been noted 
in the Title; Party Information, and Party Text as of 2/4/05 (rid) (Entered: 02/04/2005) 


02/04/2005 


586 


ORDER re Medtronic's letter re status of Boneau '33 1 patent as prior art and papers 
submitted in connection therewith; said patent is admissible as relevant prior art; 
limitations to admissibility of Mr. Boneau's testimony; Medtronic will have to provide a 
proffer as to why Mr. Boneau's testimony is admissible in light of stated restrictions in 
this order ( signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 
02/04/2005) 
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02/04/2005 


587 


ORDER having received multiple requests for reconsideration, the latest being one 
directed to the court's interpretation of the claim limitation "cylindrical elements"; the 
court's interp. is hereby withdrawn, the court will interp. said limitation at the conclusion 
of" evidence for nurnose of instnictinp the iiirv narties will nresent evidence as thev 
deem appropriate in support of their respective interps. ( signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 02/04/2005) 


02/04/2005 


588 


Letter to Judge Robinson from K. Jacobs Louden responding to ACS ! s letter to the 
Court (fint) (Entered: 02/04/2005) 


02/04/2005 


589 


**Terminated attorney Philip Henry Bangle for Medtronic USA Inc, attorney Philip 
Henry Bangle for Medtronic Vascular, attorney Philip Henry Bangle for Medtronic USA 
Trie attompv Philtn TJpnrv Rancrlp for M pdtronio VfKCiilar Notice of attompv 

J_Llw, UllUlllw V X ' II ill / J. ±\^1 11 j JL?CUJ£^1V Ivl 1VXW*U\J111V V UOvUIUl li Ullvv \J 1 GLLv/l 11^/ Y 

appearance for Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc by Karen Jacobs Louden 
(fint) (Entered: 02/04/2005) 


02/07/2005 


590 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order for 
Michael R. O'Neill to Appear Pro Hac Vice (rid) (Entered: 02/07/2005) 


02/07/2005 


591 


Voir dire to the Jury Panel (fint) (Entered: 02/07/2005) 


02/07/2005 


592 


Preliminary Jury instructions (fint) (Entered: 02/07/2005) 


02/07/2005 




So Ordered granting [590-1] motion for Michael R O'Neill to Appear Pro Hac Vice ( 
signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) Notice to all parties, (rid) (Entered: 02/07/2005) 


02/07/2005 




Jury trial held; DAY 1 ; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning present (fint) 
(Entered: 02/07/2005) 


02/08/2005 


593 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc with Proposed Order To 
PrprhiHp ACS from Offprint* Fviripnrp on TnvaKHitv T Tntil Afl"pr lVfpdtronir CnnrhiHp^i ita 

± lvvlUUL JV.V_^ L_? 11 Will V_y JL1V1 11 l£i 1_/ V Id VI IvV. Ull 11 1VOI KJ It Y \_/lllll iU.lv! IVl^UUUlUv V_/ Ul IwlUlvl VO llo 

Case in Chief Answer Brief due 2/22/05 re: [593-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 
02/08/2005) 


02/08/2005 




Tiirv trial lipid* DAY 9* TuHpp Robinson nrp^idinp* Court Rntr V fiiinninp nrp^pnt* D T 

jui y u Jul iii/iu, L/rv 1 « j wvjciv ivuuujjuii L/ivoiuiiic^, v>vuil i vi^ u • v * vjuiumig L/i Vk3v>iiL, « i ♦ 

# 593 granted in part and denied in part in open court by Judge Robinson (fint) 
(Entered: 02/08/2005) 


02/08/2005 




So Ordpred TN OPPN C'OT IRT prantinp in nart dpnvincr in nart TS9^- 1 1 motion To 

\J\J vlutlvU XX il V_y ± 1_/1 ^ vvVJlvl tZS Cll It 11 lei, 111 LJCU L, UU1 IV 11 lf^ 111 VJ CLl I. \~J^/-J 11 1 1 1\J L1W 1 1 1 \J 

Preclude ACS from Offering Evidence on Invalidity Until After Medtronic Concludes its 
Case in Chief (fint) (Entered: 02/08/2005) 


02/08/2005 


594 


ORDER having reviewed papers submitted re status of the Boneau f 33 1 patent as prior 
art and argument of inequitable conduct (D.I. 581,584, 588); ordered that the Boneau 
natpnt finolirfition rplpvant to Mpdtronir\ inponitahlp ronHnrt dpfpn^p* roiirt will 

L/uLWllt CIL/ L> JLlV'Cl L1W1 1 LJ 11/ll/VCUlL WJ lv U Ul 111/ l3 111WU UllCiUi^ L/U11L1UWI ULl^/i UUUll Will 

schedule time for a bench trial on Medtronic's inequitable conduct defenses( signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: cnsL (rid) (Entered: 02/08/2005) 


02/09/2005 


595 


MOTION by Advanced Cardio Sys. to exclude deposition testimony of LELIP LAU 
and FARHAD KHOSRAVI (rid) (Entered: 02/09/2005) 
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02/09/2005 




AtiQwpr Rripfl-MlpH hv \zfpHrronir \ZaQrn1ar lV/TpHtrnnir TTSIA Tnr T505-11 motion to 

/llJoWtil JJXlvl A Jlwvl UV lVl^U U l/llUs VClOl/LUCll, IVIL'UUv/IUv XI lw l^J y -J i. J lllUUVSii tv 

exclude deposition testimony of LILIP LAU and FARHAD KHOSRAVI (rid) 
(Entered: 02/09/2005) 


02/09/2005 


597 


Supplemental MEMORANDUM by Medtronic USA Inc re Proposed Testimony of 
LILIP LAU (rid) (Entered: 02/09/2005) 


02/09/2005 




Jury trial held; DAY 3 ; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning present (fint) 
(Entered: 02/10/2005) 


02/10/2005 




Jury trial held; DAY 4; Judge Robinson presiding; Court Rptr. V. Gunning present; D.I. 
595 was Granted in Part and Denied in Part on the record (fint) (Entered: 02/10/2005) 


A9/1 0/9 00 5 




OrHprpH Tr\T OPT^KF f^OTTRT crranttrKT tn nart Hpnvtnc* in nart T595-1 1 motion to 

l>U WIUvl&U 11 > \JL Vv/UIVl ^ CUllliJ^ 111 L/CU L, U&liyillg^ 111 £/dl I s *J i ^ lllVJllVJll WJ 

exclude deposition testimony of LILIP LAU and FARHAD KHOSRAVI ( by Judge 
Sue L. Robinson ) (fint) (Entered: 02/10/2005) 


02/10/2005 


598 


MOTION by Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc for Judgment as a Matter of 
Law Answer Brief due 2/24/05 re: [598-1] motion (fint) (Entered: 02/10/2005) 


02/10/2005 


599 


Proposed Supplemental Jury instruction on the Cylindrical Element Claim Term by 
Medtronic Vascular, Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 02/10/2005) 


02/1 1/2005 


600 


Letter to Clerk fromK. Jacobs Louden enclosing corrected copy of D.I. 598 (fint) 
(Entered: 02/1 1/2005) 


02/11/2005 


601 


Proffer of Proposed Testimony of Witness Michael Boneau by Medtronic Vascular, 
Medtronic USA Inc (fint) (Entered: 02/1 1/2005) 


09/1 1 /9005 


609 


ORDFR Aircri'mo PWlf nf Pmirt tn fiimrch hmrh for 8 iiirnr<! from 9/7- 1 1 /9005 ( 

signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson ) copies to: Financial Admin (rid) (Entered: 
02/11/2005) 


02/1 1/2005 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson : Jury Trial; DAY5; 
held on 2/1 1/2005. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) (Entered: 02/14/2005) 


09/14/9005 


603 


OT?TYPT? fp^ttmnnv of* A/T Ronpan <2haH Hp ponfrnpfl tn thp following tonif*^ fSH-^R OrHpr^ 

J.VLZ J^J. v k3 IU 1 l\J l 1Y XJL 1VJL. JJVJlltClW olijClll UK/ V/Wllllllt/U IU Li 1\J ll\J VV 11 liL, l\J VJ lv/ O 1J V/lUtl t 

as described in defts. profler, D.I.601, filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Medtronic Ave 
Inc., . Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 2/14/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/14/2005) 


09/14/9005 


UU*T 


lV/TPN/TOT? A r\TT~iT T\A tn rpcnnncp to Af^^c oHi to thp ntwno<:pH Hpno^ition tp^timonv of 

lVJULvIVlV^JV/^I>(i-/lJlVl 111 ICojJUlloC l\J rW^fO j UUJ. IAJ U1C JJHJ]JUdWU UCpUolllUll LCaLllllVJllY VJl 

John Hartigan, ffled by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 
02/14/2005) 


09/14/9005 


605 


A TSNWFTCTNfT RRTFF tn Onnosition rp 508 Motion for Tiidompnt a<? a Mattpr of T aw 

/IINiJ VV 1JJVLL > VJ UrVLLyl 111 V/JJ^IUMllUll 1C JZrO IVAUlltJil 1V/1 J UUg^llWlll «o <X IVldLltl ul J-/CIW 

filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales CoporationRepry Brief 
due date per Local Rules is 2/22/2005. (fint, ) (Entered: 02/14/2005) 


02/15/2005 


606 


Revised DEPOSITION DESIGNATION of Testimony of John Hartigan by Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/15/2005) 


02/15/2005 


607 


Amended Proffer of proposed testimony of witness Michael Boneau in view of court's 
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order of 2/14/05, by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 
02/15/2005) 


09/1 *>/?OOS 


ouo 


Onippfinne \c\ cinH 1MY~VI lO^F tr\ nrppliiHp Af^^l frr^rn TntrnHiiPfntx Hpr^ncttir^n tPQtfmATiv 

wUJCL'UUIJ^ IU Ctllii IVIV-/ 1±V_/1>I LU UICL/lULiC / VV^ O liVJlll lllUUUUClllg LlCUUoiLlUIl IColUllUllY 

from Bradley Jendersee and Robert Lashinski - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic 
USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/15/2005) 


02/15/2005 


609 


Letter to Clerk from K. Jacobs Louden regarding D.I. 608; inadvertently filed an 
incorrect Exhibit A and enclosing a replacement exhibits, (fint, ) (Entered: 02/15/2005) 


02/15/2005 


610 


Proposed Additional Jury Instructions by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., 
Guidant Sales Coporation (fint, ) (Entered: 02/15/2005) 


02/15/2005 


611 


Letter to Judge Robinson from A. Shea Gaza Enclosing D.L 610. (fint, ) (Entered: 
02/15/2005) 


02/15/2005 


612 


Letter to Judge Robinson from A. Shea Gaza enclosing a disk containing a WordPerfect 
version of ACS's Proposed Addtional Jury Instructions, (fint, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/15/2005 


613 


MEMORANDUM on the Proper Construction of "Cylindrical Element" and ! Undulating 
Pattern" by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (fint, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/15/2005 


614 


MOTION to Strike Certain Trial Exhibits and Related Testimony of Dr. Jerome Segal - 
filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (fint, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


\}LI 1 J/ZUU J 




A/fttYiitp T^ntw irw t^t*r\r*ppH tncrc VipVI hpf/^rp Tun op ^Ihp T T?f\ntncr*n * Tiirv Tricil npln r\v\ 
IVIIIIUIC JUlliy 1UI piUCCCtllllgp IICIU UCIUIC JUUgC OUC 1^. iVUUlil2>Ull . July XXial 11C1U Ull 

2/1 5/2005; DAY 6; Pftfc' Oral Motions for JMOL (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


615 


ORDER having reviewed patents at issue, the prosecution history, the materials 
submitted by the parties and the evidence presented at trial; it is ordered that the 

LUIloirUL/LlUIl Ul UlC L kill 11 illlllutLIUIld UllUUlaLUlg, jJallCIIl allU UllUUlaUIJg, pui UUllo io a 

wavelike pattern", analysis follows SEE order for fijrther details.. Signed by Judge Sue 
L. Robinson on 2/16/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


616 


MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Appearance of Attorney David Stein - filed by Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


617 


Proposed Curative Jury Instruction with respect to ACS cnsL's improper questioning of 
M. Boneau by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


618 


Profler re Anticipation by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (rid, ) (Entered: 
02/16/2005) 


09/1 fi/90fK 




r\l\ o Wl-JVLTNVJ iJlvLCir Ul WppOMUUIl IC UlH 11U1N IU JilCU Uj /\UVallUCtl 

Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales CoporationReply Brief due date per Local 
Rules is 2/24/2005. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


620 


ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition re 608 MOTION in Limine filed by Advanced 
Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales CoporationReply Brief due date per Local 
Rules is 2/24/2005. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 
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02/16/2005 


621 


MOTION for Tudpment as a Matter of Law that the accused Medtronic oroducts 
infringe the asserted claims of the Lau patents- in- suit - filed by Advanced 
Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


622 


MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law that the '154, '167 and '133 patents are (1) 
not invalid as anticipated (7} not invalid under 35IJSC 112 and f3 1 not invalid as 
obvious - filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa 
(rid,) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


09/1 6/9005 


6?1 


Renuest for Tudicial NOTICF of nursuant to Fed R. Evid 201 that ACS is the owner 
by assignment of U.S. Patents '154, 467, '168, and 433 by Advanced Cardiovascular 
Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporation (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 


624 


ORDER GRANTING D.L 593, Motion filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Medtronic Ave 
Inc., pltfc. shall present their infringement case; defts. shall present their invalidity case 
and their defense to infringement; pltfe. shall present their defense to invalidity, there shall 
hp no rebuttal ease closinp arouments shall follow the same order unless otherwise 
agreed by the parties. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 2/16/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 
02/16/2005) 


09/1 6/9005 




^JO ORDFRFD re 6 1 MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Annearance of Attornev David 
Stein filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Medtronic Ave Inc., . Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 2/16/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/16/2005 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson : Jury Trial held on 
2/1 6/2005- DAY 7- Defts 1 Renewed Oral Motions for JMOL* ACS's Oral Motions for 
JMOL, Renewed Certain Motions for JMOL. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/16/2005) 


02/17/2005 


625 


PROFFER on the Secondary Considerations Jury Instruction by Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (fint, ) (Entered: 02/17/2005) 


02/17/2005 


626 


PROFFER on the Timing of its Products by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(fint, ) (Entered: 02/17/2005) 


02/17/2005 


627 


REVISED PROFFER Regarding Anticipation by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (fint, ) (Entered: 02/17/2005) 


02/17/2005 




SO ORDERED In Open Court on 2/16/05 and 2/17/05 denying 598 Motion for 
Judgment as a Matter of Law, granting 608 Motion in Limine, granting in part and 

ripnvincr in nart 614 Mntinn to Strike denvinp 62 1 Motion for Tudsment as a Matter of 

Law, granting in part and denying in part 622 Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law ; 
By Judge Sue L. Robinson (fint, ) (Entered: 02/1 7/2005) 


09/1 7/2005 




Mmiitp Fntrv for nrnrppdtnos held hefore Tud^e Sue L Robinson * Jurv Trial held on 
2/1 7/2005; DAY 8; Closings (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) (Entered: 
02/17/2005) 


02/18/2005 


628 


CHARGE TO THE JURY dated 2/17/05; Read on 2/18/05 (fint, ) (Entered: 
02/18/2005) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 
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02/18/2005 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson : Jury Trial; DAY 9; 
completed on 2/18/2005. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (felt, ) (Entered: 02/18/2005) 


02/18/2005 


629 


JURY VERDICT; Medtronic Stents Infringe; Patents are valid(fmt, ) (Entered: 
02/18/2005) 


02/22/2005 


630 


ORDER directing Clerk of Court to furnish lunch for 8 jurors from 2/15-18/2005.. 
Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 2/22/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 02/22/2005) 


02/22/2005 


631 

UJ 1 


TRANSCRIPT nf Turv Trial held on 2/7/05 before Tudee Robinson- VOT I JMF A* 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


632 


TRANSCRIPT of Turv Trial held on 2/8/05 before Tud^e Robinson* VOT T JMF B- 

1 IVTli > l3 XVxJL x Ul J Ul Y J.11C11 llwlU Ull £*l %Jf \J*s XJ^LKJL ^ J UVi£ll/ 1\V U 11 loUl 1 5 V VIjUIVUU Uj 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (imt, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


UJ J 


TRANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/9/05 before Tudee Robinson* VOT TIMF C* 

X 3l\£\1\ iD V_^XVLA X \Jx J ULy 1. 1 1&.1 11V114 Ull L*l SI \J ~J UvlUl \^ JUUgW AvU UllloUllj V V/IjUIVIXj ^ 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


634 

U^*T 


TR ANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/1 0/05 before Tndae Robinson- VOT T JMF D* 

1 Xv/iJ. M kJ xvx J X KJx JU1Y lllu.1 llwtl Ull Z«/ 1 \Jf VJJ Ut'lUiG J UxlgX/ IvU UliloUllj V KJ X^/KJ i\ xL-j ^ 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


63S 


TRANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/1 1 /05 before Tndre Robinson* VOT T JMF F* 

J. AVfVl > uV_/lVLl x Ul J LiL V XLbCLl 111/1U Ull L*l 1 Xl\J*J U WlUl V J U\xp\^ XWJ U 11 lo Ul I5 V V_/ _L/ V_J 1 VJ_L> 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


636 

v/ J v 


TRANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/1 5/05 before Tudre Robinson* VOT T JMF F* 
Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


637 

u j i 


TRANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/1 6/05 before Tndge Robinson* VOT T JMF G* 

llViii i 1V11 x Ul J ULL V lllcll LiSJiKl Ull L*l x\Jl\J*J L/^/lL/1 v JUUgv 1VU Ull .LOUH^ V i/i/iJivii - VJ ? 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


638 


TRANSCRTPT of Turv Trial held on 2/1 7/05 before Tudee Robinson- VOT T JMF H* 

1 Iv/Vl N O 1V11 x Ul J LU J XlKllllWlU Ull Z./ 1 it\JJ Ut/lUlC' JUUgt 1VU U 11 lo Ul 1 5 V KJ X-iKjlVLx^ ±A 5 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


02/22/2005 


639 

\J ~j y 


TRANSCRTPT of Tiirv Trial held on 2/1 8/05 before Tudee Robinson* VOT T JMF T* 

1 J.V/V1 > LJV^AVLJ. X Ul JU1 Y 1 1 lill 1 1 w Ivl Ull £*f lO/UJ UvlUlt JUUgv A VU L/lllOUllj V UIjUIVI 1 / X ? 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 02/23/2005) 


03/01/2005 




Set Deadlines/Hearings: Telephone Conference set for 3/2/2005 1 1 00 AM before 
Honorable Sue L. Robinson, (rid, ) (Entered: 03/01/2005) 


03/02/2005 


640 


NOTICE OF APPEAL to the Federal Circuit of 582 Judgment,,,. Appeal filed by 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. Time ofFiling: 1235 p.m.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
03/02/2005) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 
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03/02/2005 


641 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of Notice of Appeal by Medtronic Ave Inc. re 640 
Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 03/02/2005) 


03/02/2005 




USCA Appeal Fees received: $ 255, receipt number 1 38334 re 640 Notice of Appeal 
(Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,. (fint, ) (Entered: 03/03/2005) 






IVXlllUlC M-AL\iy 1\JL UlvJl/CClilllgp 11C 111 UC1U1C J LUX^C OUC JL/* XVUUUloUll . X C1CU1XU11C 

Conference held on 3/2/2005. Re: remaining pending issues in this case post-jury trial 
(Court Reporter Hawkins (Heather).) (rid, ) (Entered: 03/04/2005) 






TR AN^PRTPT of Tplprnnfprpnrp hpW on hpfnrp TnHop Rnhhvsnn Pmirt 

1 XVrAJ-N O v^XVIXT X Ul XClCl/UillClCllvC ilClvl \Jil DlA.t\j*J UG1U1C JUU^C XMJUlllSL/ll, V_/UUll 

Reporter: Hawkins Reporting Service. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 03/04/2005) 


03/08/2005 




Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit re 
640 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit), (els, ) (Entered: 03/08/2005) 






c\xw7 c& (\AX\ ^ntipp Ar>r\Pii1 fRpHprtil f^itYMiiA \c\* TTip T-TntinraVOp ^Iiip T 7?nhtrrcinTi 

uUpy Ul U^U l^UllCC Ul /AJJpCal \L CUClal V_/lil/UllJ LU. 111C XXUllUldUlC jUC Xj. XMJUllldUll^ 

Frederick L. Cottrell, III Transmittal to Karen Jacobs Louden (els, ) (Entered: 
03/08/2005) 


03/08/2005 




Notification regarding 640 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gaffigan 
(els,) (Entered: 03/08/2005) 


03/08/2005 




Notification regarding 640 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gunning 
(els, ) (Entered: 03/08/2005) 




OHO 


tj 1 XX ULA 1 1 WIN X>1 lCUilg, OlXlCUUlC IC. rUor 11 iiXl ivlUUUIlo 1C IClCpiIUllC V^UIllCICIl^C, 

642 Transcript held on March 2, 2004 by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc.. 
(Cottrell, Frederick) (Entered: 03/10/2005) 


03/1 1/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 643 Stipulation filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., 
Set Post- Trial Briefing Schedule: Opening Brief due 4/1 8/2005. Answering Brief due 
5/1 8/2005.Reply Brief due 6/1/2005; in addition; parties will file by 4/1 8/05 memoranda 

Ul law IU aodJM U1C CUUIl 111 UCClUlIlg, W11C11 allU 11UW IU piUL/CCU W1U1 UcUIJilgCo/ WlWUlllCao 

phase of these proceedings; if necessary, parties may file responses to the memoranda 
by 5/1 8/05. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 3/1 1/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 03/1 1/2005) 


03/17/2005 


644 


TRANSCRIPT REQUEST by Medtronic Ave Inc. re 640 Notice of Appeal (Federal 
Circuit) (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 03/17/2005) 


ft VI R/?ftft5 
\jd/ i o/zi/u -J 




V^ClLUiCU X^lol Ul X^iCU UlxVCVAHU lldllMlllllCU IU UO V^UUIL Ul.rvppCu.lo IC Utu INUUtC Ul 

Appeal (Federal Circuit). Exit certified copies of docket entries indicating record 
complete for appeal purposes, (eew) (Entered: 03/18/2005) 


03/21/2005 


645 


ORDER of USCA for the Federal Circuit. Decision of USCA: Appeals Are 
Consolidated, (fint, ) (Entered: 03/22/2005) 


03/21/2005 


646 


NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA for the Federal Circuit re 640 
Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,. USCA Case 
Number 05-1280 (fint, ) (Entered: 03/22/2005) 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt. pi?. . 
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OV2R/2005 




Spt DpaHlmpQ/Hpfirifw:' Rpnrh Trial <:pt fhr 6/7-8/900^ 00*^0 AM in Pmirtrnnm riR 

before Honorable Sue L. Robinson, re: inequitable conduct, (rid, ) (Entered: 
03/28/2005) 




647 


ORHFP ^pttina Wparrncre Rpnrh Trial rp mpni litahlp rnnrhirt Qpf fnr 6/7/900^ 00-^0 

AM in Courtroom 6B before Honorable Sue L. Robinsoa. Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 3/30/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 03/30/2005) 


04/07/900S 


648 


SFAT FD TRANSCRIPT fVOT TTMF T\ of Tiirv Trial hplH on 9/1 8/OS hpforp TiiHctp 

0 1 j/\ 1 Al/LJ 1 Xvrvi >Ov_/ 1VLL 1 ^ VV/L/UlviL/ lj Ul JUlj 11141 11C1U. Vjll x./ lO/UJ UfclUlC JUUgC 

Robinsoa Court Reporter: V. Gunning. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 04/07/2005) 


04/18/2005 


649 


MEMORANDUM in Support [Plaintiffs' Memorandum Regarding Damages] filed 

Vy /\UVaIlCCU V^cuUlUVclM^Ulal tJ^aLCIIlo, JJlC./AIlaWCIlII^ JJilCl/rvCopUIloC UUC UalC per 

Local Rules is 5/2/2005; per 3/1 1/05 order response due by 5/18/05 (Gaza, Anne) 
Modified on 4/1 9/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/18/2005 


650 


MOTION for New TmlPursuant to FedRCiv. 59(a) - filed by Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/18/2005 


651 


MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law (RENEWED) - filed by Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/18/2005 


652 


SEALED RESPONSE to Order re SO ORDERED,, Set Briefing Schedule, 

Ivl&tlirUrllL' o OUUfflloolUrl IxtZgUr Ulrlg IrlC LflLll UJ l^ClfrltlgiZd Clrlil rr UIJ Ulrlcao iilCU Vy 

Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Exhibits A-C)(Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/18/2005 


653 


OPENING BRIEF in Support re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to 

r kZU.J\.\-sIV . jyytlj UltU Vy IVICUUUIJIL/ JilL../\IloWCIUl^ DIlCJ/J^CopUIloC UUC UaLC 

per Local Rules is 5/2/2005. (Attachments: # \ Exhibit Exhibits A-C)(Louden, Karen) 
Additional attachment(s) added on 4/20/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/18/2005 


654 


OPENING BRIEF in Siq>port re 651 MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law 

( TvLLiJ V Jjj rr LLLJJ JJiCU vy 1V1CUU UlllC L^O-ty, 11 lv.. /VI lo W CI IUg JDI 1C1/ JVC apUllaC UUC UdlC pCI 

Local Rules is 5/2/2005. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Exhibits A-D)(Louden, Karen) 
Additional attachment(s) added on 4/20/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 04/18/2005) 


04/20/2005 


655 


Letter to Court from Karen Jacobs Louden regarding Enclosing disk with corrected 
brief and a corrected title page. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/20/2005) 


04/20/2005 




CORRECTING ENTRY: PDF files have been replaced for D.I. 653 (Opening Brief In 

Qi Tr\v\r\vi r^'Pitc A/fntinn *fr\r ^Tpw Triuft cinH T"^ T ( Or\f*nfncr RripfTn Qiir*r*r\rt nf* itQ 

OUJJIJUlt Ul llo 1V1UL1U11 1VJ1 liCW lllal/ OllU 1-/.1. U*J^r ^VyjJCllUlg, UllCl 111 OUJJJJUll Ul ILo 

Renewed Motion for Judgment As A Matter of Law) See D.I. 655 (fint, ) (Entered: 
04/20/2005) 


04/27/2005 


656 


REDACTED VERSION of D.I. 652 Medtronic's Submission Regarding The Trial 
Of Damages And Willfulness by Medtronic Ave Inc.. (Attachments: Exhibit A# 
i)(Louden, Karen) Modified on 4/28/2005 (fint, ). Additional attachments) added on 
2/5/2007 (rid, ). (Entered: 04/27/2005) 
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05/03/2005 


657 


ORDER Setting Hearings: Pretrial Conference set for 5/23/2005 0430 PM in 
Courtroom 6B before Honorable Sue L. Robinson Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson 
on 5/3/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 05/03/2005) 


05/13/2005 


658 


STIPULATION Tthat the SuDDlemental Pretrial Order Regarding; the Ineauitable 

Conduct Trial shall be filed on or before May 20, 2005] by Advanced Cardiovascular 
Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Gaza, Anne) (Entered; 05/13/2005) 


05/13/2005 


659 


STIPULATION Amended Stpulation and Order Regarding Schedule For Post- Trial 
Motions re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to Fed.RCiv. 59(a), 643 
Stioulatioa 651 MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law (RENEWED) by 
Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Gaza, Anne) 
(Entered: 05/13/2005) 


05/16/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 658 Stipulation filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc.,, 
Guidant Sales Coporation, and 659 Stipulation, filed by Advanced Cardiovascular 
Systems, Inc.,, Guidant Sales Coporation,, Set Briefing Schedule: for D.I. 650 and 
651 Answering Brief due 6/17/2005 Reolv Brief due 7/1 1/2005. Supplemental pretrial 
order re inequitable conduct trial shall be due by 5/20/05. Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 5/13/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 05/16/2005) 


05/16/2005 


660 


NOTICE to Take Deposition of Edward J. Lynch on May 20, 2005 by Medtronic Ave 
Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 05/16/2005) 


05/1 8/2005 


661 


SEALED S TA 1 hMENT Medtronic 's Corrected Submission Re sardine The Trial Of 
Damages And Willfulness by Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 
05/18/2005) 


05/18/2005 


662 


ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition Medtronic's Response To Plaintiffs 
Memorandum Reeardine Damages (D I 649) filed bv Medtronic Ave Inc.Reolv 
Brief due date per Local Rules is 5/25/2005. (Louden, Karen) Modified on 5/19/2005 
(fint, ). (Entered: 05/18/2005) 


05/18/2005 


663 


ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition [Plaintiffs' Response To Medtronic's 
Submission Regarding The Trial Of Damages and Willfulness] (D.I. 652) filed by 
Advanced Cardiovascular Svstems Inc Guidant Sales Cot>oration.Rerjlv Brief due 
date per Local Rules is 5/25/2005. (Attachments: # 1 Exhfcit l-3)(Gaza, Anne) 
Modified on 5/19/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 05/18/2005) 


05/20/2005 


664 


Pronosed Pretrial Order Suvvlemental bv Advanced Cardiovascular Svstems, Inc., 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporation (Attachments: # 
i Exhibit l-5# 2 Exhibit 6# 3 Exhfcit 7-15)(Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 05/20/2005) 


05/23/2005 




Miniite Fntrv for nroceedines held before Judee Sue L Robinson * Final Pretrial 
Conference held on 5/23/2005 for upcoming bench trial (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) 
(rid, ) (Entered: 05/25/2005) 


05/24/2005 


665 


TRANSCRIPT of Pretrial Conference held on 5/23/05 before Judge Robinson. Court 
Reporter: V. Gunning. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) (Entered: 05/24/2005) 


06/02/2005 


666 


REDACTED VERSION OF D.I. 661 (STATEMENT) Redacted Medtronic's 
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i nwprtPfi S!uhin iwinyt JXpCMYniYicx Trip Tvinl Of T}nwinop*z A Yin IflfilJfiJivtPW nv 

r C-t-fCL* Lj l&U ill IdOt-Ksil JYtllfW/ KAlflYL 1 f IC- 1 f OA I \SJ ISiA-t /(UrCO xxfliA fr t-l-tj Wff/CiJO U' Y 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit A, B & 
C)(Louden, Karen) Modified on 6/2/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 06/02/2005) 


06/03/2005 


667 


Letter to The Honorable Sue L. Robinson from Leslie A. Polizoti regarding request 
permission to retrieve physical exhibit DTX 86. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 06/03/2005) 


06/07/7005 

\J\Jf\J //LUUJ 


668 


A/fOTTON A/fpHtronir'^ Trial Mf*rnnr?inHiim To Prpvpnt ACS Prom TCpKnnc* On TTip 

Attorney-Client Privilege As Both A Sword And A Shield - filed by Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 06/07/2005) 


06/07/2005 


669 


MOTION in Limine Medtronic's Objections to and Motion To Preclude ACS From 

Tyitvn/iijnivMy T^)p ti/i c if in vi TpvtivYinvi'X) ivntYi nf/inlp\) Ipyi/ipy^pp nvin Knhpyt / /jcm/mcJt / - 

It llf ULlU,\*lil\' 11 IL/rl 1 C-ot litllJiiy Ji Lsril Ui LiLlL&y *J Ciltl%Zi ot-C ClrMA IxlsUtZf I l^Liorllrlijivl 

filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit A- 
F)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 06/07/2005) 


06/07/2005 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson : Bench Trial held on 
6/7/2005 DAY 1 (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) (Entered: 06/08/2005) 


06/08/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 669 MOTION in Limine Medtronic's Objections to and Motion 
To Preclude ACS From Introducing Deposition Testimony from Bradley Jendersee 
and Robert Lashinski filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Medtronic Ave Inc.,, 668 
MOTION Medtronic's Trial Memorandum To Prevent ACS From Relying On The 

Attnrnpv-fTipnt Prrvilpop A<; T^nth A SwnrH AnH A ShiplH fi1f*H hv \A pHtrnnir ITS A 

zyLLVJI 1 It V V—' llVlll 1 1 IV llt^iit / VO JJUU1 / V O WU1U /vllU iV OliltJVl 111^ Li \jy 1 V It^VJ LI VJ1 11V^ UlJ/\j 

Inc.,, Medtronic Ave Inc., . Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 6/8/05. (rid, ) 
(Entered: 06/08/2005) 


06/08/7005 




lV/lrniitp T-mtrv for r\mpppH fnox: HpIH Hpforp TiiHop ^Iiip T RfVhinQnn * RpnrH Trial 

1V1UILALC IZHilj 1AJ1 L/l v'L'C'Vdlllgp UG1XJ1G JUUgC X^. Iv^JUllloVJll . JJC-ll^U xluxi 

completed on 6/8/2005 DAY 2 (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint, ) (Entered: 
06/09/2005) 




670 


TR ATsKPRTPT nf Rpnrh Trial hplrl on 6/7/05 hefnre TnHae l?r>hin<;r>n Crmrt Rennrrer 
V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. VOLUME A (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 06/09/2005) 




671 

VJ / 1 


TR AN^f^RTPT nf Rpnrh Trial hpld nn fi/R/OS hpfhrp Tndcrp Rnhirrcnn Court Rpnorfpr- 

V. Gunning and L. Dibbs. VOLUME B (Transcript on file in Clerk's Oflfice) (fint, ) 
(Entered: 06/09/2005) 


06/13/2005 


672 


Exhibit List for the Bench Trial held 6/7/05-6/8/05(fint, ) (Entered: 06/13/2005) 


06/17/2005 


673 


ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition re 651 MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of 
Law (RENEWED) (ACS'S RESPONSE TO MEDTRONIC'S RENEWED MOTION 

FDR lliridMF'NT A MATTFR OF T AW) filed hv Advanced Cardiovascular 

Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales CoporatioaRepty Brief due date per Local Rules is 
6/24/2005. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 06/1 7/2005) 


06/17/2005 


674 


ANSWERING BRIEF m Opposition re 650 MOTION tor New Trial Pursuant to 
Fed.RCiv. 59(a) filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales 
CoporatioaReply Brief due date per Local Rules is 6/24/2005. (Attachments: # I 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?. 
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Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Certificate of Service)(Gaza, Anne) 
(Entered: 06/17/2005) 


06/27/2005 


675 


STIPULATION Stipulation And Order On Schedule For Post-Trial Motions On 

Tnpmiitarilp f^nnrhipt Hv AHvanppH f^arHinvaQpnlar ^v^fprrK Trip TVTpHtrnniP Avp Trip 

Medtronic USA, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
06/27/2005) 


06/28/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 675 Stipulation filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc.,, 
Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Guidant Sales Coporation,, Medtronic Ave Inc.,, Set Post Trial 

Rripfrna ^pVipHiiIp- Onpnmo Rnpf Hup 7/9R/900S Amwprina Rripf Hup 0/1Q/900S Rpnrv 

Brief due 10/7/2005. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 6/28/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 
06/28/2005) 


07/05/2005 


676 


STIPULATION to extend time Stipulation And Order by Medtronic Ave Inc.. 
(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/05/2005) 






^\C\ ORTTFTOIhTI rp-QPtttna Viripfrncr ^pHpHhIp npr f\K\ ^Itimilatinn filpH Hv lVfpHtrnniP A vp 

vj\J yj r\J^l_J\X-J_V it^oClLlllli UllCUllg, oL/HCUUlC UC1 \J I \) O LllJUXalUJll llivll Uy IVltUU. WlllL* .TYVt' 

Inc., Reply Brief due 7/18/2005 to pending motions (D.I. 650 and 65 1). Signed by 
Judge Sue L. Robinson on 7/6/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 07/06/2005) 


07/11/2005 


677 


NOTICE of filing the following documents) in paper format: Notebook #475 (Ex. No. 
AX-798), Notebook #597 (Ex. No. AX-799), Notebook #626 (Ex. No. AX-800). 

Oricrrnal Hnpiimpnl/<A rvn flip m f^lprl^'c Offipp T\TfYl"ipp filpH Hv Annp SlVipa da 7a on ripVialf 

yJllHALuXL UUl/ullldlLl o J Ull 111C HI 1C1 lv o V_/ illV^C 1XUUV/V lllt/U UV ^VllllC Ollvd \JdcXx Wll U&11H1L 

of Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporation (Attachments: # 
1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 07/1 1/2005) 


07/1 


o / O 


RFPT Y RRfPF rp 1 MOTION fhr TnHompnt n<z a Matter of T aw fRFNFWFD) filed 
by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/1 8/2005) 


07/1 R/900^ 


o /y 


RFPT Y RRTFF rp MOTTO r\J for Mpw Trial Purwjnnt tn FpH R Civ ^Q(n) filpH 

fx r^r 1 j I DJVLEZJT iC UJv 1V1V-/ 1 lv-/l>l l\Jl 1>CW Hull 1 Lit csULlfll 1%J 1 CU.iv.L/tK. jy\ylj JLllVd 

by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 07/18/2005) 


07/91 /900^ 




T?1hOT IW^T ihkr Oral A roi impfit Kv IV/TpHrmnip Avp Tnp \zfpHtrnnip TT^ A Tnp rp 6Srt 

fx rA 1 I J 1 1U1 \Ji dl *\1 C.U111C11L UV lvi.CvlU.Ul 11C AVv 1111/. * IVJ.tvlUUlllV' Uu/ln 11 IC IC UJu 

MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to FedKCiv. 59(a), 651 MOTION for Judgment 
as a Matter of Law (RENEWED). (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/21/2005) 


07/28/2005 


681 


ACS'S OPPOSITION TO MEDTRONIC'S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 

ON POST-TRIAL MOTIONS re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to 

Fp/1 R Ch> SO/a) MOTION frir TnHompnt a<! a Matter nfT aw fRFNFWFD) filed 

by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Gaza, Anne) 
Modified on 7/29/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 07/28/2005) 


07/28/2005 


682 


MOTION for Leave to File A Sur-Reply Brief To Respond To Medtronic r s 

JLJloClloolun (Jj 1 rUUlf/o V. /IVViJ \^UI p. Ifl His l (Jot 1 ilUl £\xZpiy £>r *t^/o 111CU Uj 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Attachments: # 1 
Exhibit \# 2 Exhibit 2)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 07/28/2005) 


07/28/2005 


683 


POST TRIAL BRIEF onACS's Inequitable Conduct Before the U.S. Patent and 
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Trademark Office by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # i 
Exhibit A-C)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/28/2005) 




684 


OT?TYFR ctav fmnrwpH r\n thp trial n'FHamjicrpQ nnH willfiilnpQQ «Vi5*11 pr^nttnup in n1ar*p until 
wivl/jjja. ovcxy iiiiL)\Jo\*sj. \Jii u.it' uku ui Uaiiia^co cum wiiiiUiiic-LSD Mian I'Uiiimuv ill uiavc uiiiii 

finther order of the court. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 8/9/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 
08/09/2005) 


08/18/2005 


685 


STIPULATION attaching substituted DTX1 163 by Medtronic Ave Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 08/18/2005) 


08/18/2005 




SUR-REPLY BRIEF re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to Fed.HCiv. 59(a), 

6S1 MOTION fhr TiiHompnt rti a Matter nf T aw /PFNFWFD) filpH hv GniHant Snip*: 

Coporatioa TO VIEW THIS DOCUMENT SEE TAB #1 TO D.I. 682. (rid, ) 
(Entered: 08/19/2005) 


08/19/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 682 MOTION for Leave to File A Sur-Reply Brief To Respond 
To Medtronic's Discussion of Phillips v. A WH Corp. In Its Post-Trial Reply Briefs 

filpH V*\/ AHvcinppH f^arHinvsicpiilcir Q\/ctPTYie Trip friiiHcint QqIpo c\Y\r\YC\\\r\x~\ Q In W Tc»iK 
JJ1CU uy -rvUVallwCU v^ctl U1U VaovUlill oyolCIIlo, vJUlUalll OalCo V^upUIallUIl, uuC laU 

1 of D.I. 682 to view the Sur-Reply Brief Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 
8/18/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 08/19/2005) 


08/25/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 685 Stipulation filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., DTX 1 163 shall be 

ciinctfh itpn tt\y trip lirvrpntipl'pn rnnv sinmitTPn nt tnp Tittip 7-R ^00^ rrml run TV/fpnrmnir , 'c 
iUUMllULCU 1U1 U1C UlUCUaClCU VAJ|JJr aUllllUCU dl U1C JU11C / "O, Z-UUJ llhal Ull 1V1CU.UU1UU 3 

inequitable conduct claim. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 8/25/05. (rid, ) 
(Entered: 08/25/2005) 


09/19/2005 


686 


ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition (ACS's Post-Trial Brief In Response To 

A/fp/rffrnviif**? Allpfyfttinvi^ n*f lYiomiitrthlp f^/ryifJij/^f) filpH rtv AHvpitippH (~* firHiA vac Pillar 

Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales CoporatioaReply Brief due date per Local Rules is 
9/26/2005. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A-F)(Cottrell, Frederick) (Entered: 09/19/2005) 


I \J/VJ 1 l^\J\JJ 


oo / 


TJPPT V RRTFF Penh; Pnvf Trinl Rrief On ACV? Tvipnuitnhlp CrmrJnrt 

Before The U.S. Patent And Trademark Office filed by Medtronic Ave Inc.. 
(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/07/2005) 


10/10/2005 


688 


REQUEST for Oral Argument by Medtronic Ave Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
10/10/2005) 


1 0/1 9/9005 


689 


RF<iPON<sF TN OPPOSITION TO RFOTTFST fnr Oral Arcnirnf»nt hv Advanced 
Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Cottrell, Frederick) Modified 
on 10/12/2005 (fint, ). (Entered: 10/12/2005) 


10/12/2005 




CORRECTING ENTRY: The text of D.I. 689 has been changed to reflect that it is a 
response in opposition to request for oral argument (fint, ) (Entered: 1 0/12/2005) 




\jy\j 


TV/fOTTf^'M fr\r Prrv 1-TciP \/ipp A rM^PdrQtirp r\~F Atfr\t*fip\/ frPP^op \A ^1 trills* av\r\ \\/i11icirn P 
lUl riU rl.aL' V 1LC /AppCdl dJlCC Ul rXllULll'Cy vJCUIgC 1V1. oil ilia allU W liucUIl r . 

Atkins - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
10/18/2005) 


10/21/2005 




SO ORDERED, re 690 MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Appearance of Attorney George 
M. Sirilla and William P. Atkins filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.,, Medtronic Ave Inc . 
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Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 10/20/05. (rid, ) (Entered: 10/21/2005) 


10/24/2005 


691 


SUR-REPLY BRIEF re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to FedR Civ. 59(a) 

A/f0sltmvii/~* f c ^1 inn lo yyi ovit nl ^uHmiwinvi Pijwi/sivtt TV) /"*) Tip! J /? 7/ ///") /w SiiiriY^nvt 
IVl&Lllr UrliL> o OlAUyl^TfliCTllLll OUUfrlldolUrl I III ollUrll 1 U IS. LJl£l. I^.IY. / L,£,\k*J Lfl OWfJjJUr I 

Of Its Motion For A New Trial filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/24/2005) 


11/01/2005 


692 


RESPONSE to Motion re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to FedkCiv. 
59(a) (ACS's Response to Medtronic 's Supplemental Submission Pursuant to D. 

rW T R 7 1 Jfr) Ivt ^unnnrt nf It? Mntinn Fnr A Npvq Trinl fll J 6 SO)) filer! hv 

LJVl. i/./v. /.i.ZfCy Irl OllyUUi I UJ llo IVLUl IKJrl 1 Uf Jl IWVv 1 f MAI VJXJJJ lilt/ LI \jy 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporation. (Cottrell, 
Frederick) (Entered: 11/01/2005) 


11/04/2005 


693 


REPLY BRIEF re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to FedRCiv. 59(a) 

\A o riii*r*vii r> f c ^? >nn lo yyi ovit/il J^pr^l'X) Puyvu/yyit tn /"} 7 /? 7 / Ivt \iii*i7~int*f (if Itfi 
Ivl&ClirUrtiC o Ollyyt&iil&rlllll I\(Zyiy 1 Uf dUttrll IU Ls. LslCl. X-/.JV. lit LjUjJ^JUt I \JJ llo 

Motion For A New Trial (D.L 650) filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Attachments: # \ Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/04/2005) 


12/19/2005 


694 


STIPULATION amending protective order Stipulation Amending Protective Order 
by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 12/19/2005) 


1 1 nc\/o on ^ 

1Z/ZU/ZUUJ 




^If^ f^PTYPT? IhI ^ rf» AQzl ^ItTrtiilcifirvn Atn**tiHtncr Pfnt^ptnff* C*\v{\f*Y "fil^H \w/ lV/fpntfr^nir* 
OvJ \ / t\l Jr^rv r,l 3^ ic 0"H- OLipUlaUUIl /\II1CI1U1I1^ r IULCLL1VC WIUCI, 1ILCU Uy IVICUUUIllC 

USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., . Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 12/19/05. (rid, ) 
(Entered: 12/20/2005) 


12/30/2005 




Counsel is hereby notified to view Chief Judge Robinson?s website for the most recent 
version of the Scheduling Order for patent cases noting the revisions/additions to 

UcU«HI<lUlli> 11U11IUC1CU / CUHi O^L/I. ^ V loll WWW.UCU.l'UUllo.gUV 1L/U\J Wlllg, Ultofc lllllvo . 

Chambers of Chief Judge Robinson; Forms; Scheduling Orders; Patent.) (rid, ) 
(Entered: 12/30/2005) 


02/14/2006 


695 


NOTICE of Medtronic's Supplemental Submission Pursuant To D. Del LR 7.1 .2(c) In 

Qimnnrt Of Tte Pnct Trial RrWOn AC^L'ti TnpnnTtflhlp PnnHnrt Rpfnrp thp TT ^ Patent 
oUppuri KJl ILo lUor lllal £>riCl wll J\\-,0 a JUlCL|UlUlUiC v^UIlUULL DC1UIC U1C VJ.o. .TalCIll 

Office (New Authority) by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 
Exhibit A)(Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 02/14/2006) 


02/21/2006 


696 


NOTICE of by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. re 651 MOTION for 
Judgment as a Matter of Law (RENEWED), 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to 
Fed.RCiv. 59(a) Medtronic's Supplemental Submission Pursuant To D. Del. L.R 
7.1.1(c) Providing The Four Decisions Of The U.S. Patent And Trademark Office, 

runt ii/i ct A An d t vrs tV» n 1 1 & ot o /fVw o ov nwi i sit i f~\j All ovit c A C C Oi't O /i Ao; 
\JfClYlllftg IVieClirUHli, o /vo^Wcoto PUI I\et>XurTllrJCil lUrl \JJ Jill i tll&rllo /lajeneu £>y 

P/amr/^(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 # 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 
5)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 02/21/2006) 


02/23/2006 


697 


MEMORANDUM in Opposition/)./ 696 [ACS's Response to Medtronic's 

oiiuiTi iboiun uj ouppietrienicii Jiuiriuruyj mcu uy /^uvaiiL'Cu v^ai uiu vdouuiai o^atciiio 5 

Inc., Guidant Sales CoporationReply Brief due date per Local Rules is 3/2/2006. 
(Gaza, Anne) Modified on 2/23/2006 (fint, ). (Entered: 02/23/2006) 


03/08/2006 


698 


MEMORANDUM in Opposition (ACS'S RESPONSE TO MEDTRONIC'S 
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SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMISSION REGARDING MEDTRONIC S REQUEST FOR 
REEXAMINATION OF THE LAU PATENTS-IN -SUIT [D.I. 696]) filed by 
Advanced Cardiovascular Svstems Tnc Guidant Sales Conoration Renlv Rrief due 
date per Local Rules is 3/15/2006. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit l)(Cottrell, Frederick) 
(Entered: 03/08/2006) 


0^/1 V2006 


699 

\j j s 


RFPT Y RR 1 H F A/fpsftrnwip ivt Sunnnrf nf its Sunnlpwipvitfil Sliihfviiwinvi vponrdifio 

±-d X 1 J 1 v 1 1 /I l/f irXCL**/ KJFllKs If I kJWLSL/L/f I \JJ t-ltJ kj VtLS Ls l\s 1 1 f It, Ut LJ bits f 1 1 Idi) l-L/ r I f CcUr Cftf/ll 

Reexamination of the Lau Patents-in-Snit filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Attachments: # I Certificate of Service)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 03/13/2006) 


06/05/2006 


700 


STIPULATION Amending Protective Order re SO ORDERED, 189 Proposed Order, 
694 Stinulation hv Advanced Card in vascular Svstems Tnc lVfedtronic Ave Tnc 

Medtronic USA, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
06/05/2006) 


06/07/2006 




SO ORDERED, re 700 Stipulation Amending Protective Order filed by Advanced 
Cardiovascular Svstems Tnc Medtronic T ISA Tnc Guidant Sales Conoration 

V^CU 141V VdoWLUCU k7YoH/HXo, XI IK/,} 1VXWIU V/1XIV U/lj Xlll/., VJUIUCU1L OCilwO \J UU1 CIL1VJ11, 

Medtronic Ave Inc. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 6/7/06. (fint, ) (Entered: 
06/07/2006) 


06/1 9/7006 


701 


OPTNTON of TISC A for the Federal Circuit as to 640 Notice of Anneal fFederal 
Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc. USC A Decision: Affirmed, (fint, ) (Entered: 
06/20/2006) 


06/1 9/2006 


702 


TT IDGMFNT of T ISC A for the Federal Circuit as to 640 Notice of Anneal fFederal 

J VJX-/VJ±VXX_*1> X KJ1 VJkJViV lv/1 LI IV/ X wvlCU V^llVUll UO L\J U"U 1> V Ll^/V./ Ul XxLJL/V^Cll IX ^Uvl CU 

Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc.. USCA Decision: AFFIRMED, (fint, ) (Entered: 
06/20/2006) 


06/22/2006 


703 


STIPULATION that any bill of costs and any motion for attorneys fees submitted by 
ACS in connection with Medtronic's infringement claims related to U.S. Patent Nos. 
5,292,331, 5,674,278, 5,879,382, and 6,344,053, and/or Medtronic's state-law 

claims will he timelv suhmitted if filed hv the later of fourteen davs after hv Advanced 

Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporatioa (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
06/22/2006) 


06/26/2006 




SO ORDFRFD re 70^? Stinulation re Rill of Costs and Motions for Attvs Fees filed hv 

O V_y V^/XVL/X-J-VX-tL-/, Iv / \J~J O LiXJUlClLllJll IV XJ1I1 \Jl V_/UJlO CU1VJ- IVXv/llwllO Xwl i\.i.Ljr O X WO, HlvU \J j 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc.,, Guidant Sales Coporatioa Signed by Judge 
Sue L. Robinson on 6/22/06. (rid, ) (Entered: 06/26/2006) 


12/27/2006 


704 


NOTICE of Medtronic's Supplemental Submission Pursuant To D. Del L.R 7.1.2(c) 
Providing The Four Office Actions Of The U.S. Patent And Trademark Office Rejecting 
Each Of The Asserted Claims As Unpatentable by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic 
USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. re 650 MOTION for New Trial 
Pursuant tn FpH R Civ SQfn) 6 96 Notice fOtheri Notice (Other* Notice (O theri 
651 MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law (RENEWED) (Attachments: # I 
Exhibit A-C# 2 Exhibit D)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 12/27/2006) 


U1/U4/2UU/ 




Note to Counsel: Chief Judge Robinson has revised the language in paragraph (f)(1) of 
the patent scheduling order regarding motions to compel and motions for protective 
order. Please review this information by downloading the pdf for Scheduling Order- 
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Patent on Her Honors website under Forms, (rid) (Entered: 01/04/2007) 


01/04/2007 


705 


RESPONSE TO OBJECTIONS by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant 
Sales Cooorationre 704 Notice (Other) Notice (Other). Notice (Other) FACS's 

Response to Medtronic's Supplemental Submission] . (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
01/04/2007) 


01/04/2007 


706 


Disclosure Statement pursuant to Rule 7. 1 filed by Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, 
Inc Guidant Sales Coooration identiivitis: anv Darent corporation or nub lie Iv held 
corporation that holds a ten percent (10%) or more ownership interest in ACS or 
Guidant Sales Corporation as Corporate Parent. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 01/04/2007) 


01/10/2007 


707 


NOTICE of Medtronic's Reply In Support Of Its December 27, 2006 Supplemental 
Submission Regarding Reexamination Of The Lau Patents In Suit bv Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. re 704 Notice 
(Other), Notice (Other), Notice (Other) (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 01/10/2007) 


03/05/2007 


708 


NOTICE of Medtronic's Supplemental Submission Pursuant to D. DeL L.R 7.1 .2(c) In 
Sunnort of Its Post- Trial Brief on ACS ! S Ineauitable Conduct Before the U S Patent 
Office by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. (Attachments: # I Exhibit 
l)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 03/05/2007) 


03/14/2007 


709 


NOTTCF of ACS 1 *; Resnonse To Medtronic's Citation of Sunnlemental Aiithoritv bv 
Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc., Guidant Sales Coporationre 708 Notice 
(Other), Notice (Other) (CottreD, Frederick) (Entered: 03/14/2007) 


03/21/2007 


710 


NOTICE of Medtronic ! s Reply In Further Support Of Its Citation Of Supplemental 
Authority by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc. re 650 MOTION for New Trial Pursuant to FedRCiv. 59(a), 
65 1 MOTION for Judgment as a Matter of Law (RENEWED) Medtronic's Revlv In 
Further Support Of Its Citation Of Supplemental Authority (Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 03/21/2007) 


03/30/2007 


711 


MEMORANDUM OPINION. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 3/29/07. (rid) 
(Entered: 03/30/2007) 


03/30/2007 


712 


ORDER denying 650 Motion for New Trial; denying 651 Motion for Judgment as a 
Matter of Law court reserves final ism. Dendine its disDOsition of Medtronic's charges 
of inequitable conduct. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 3/29/07. (rid) (Entered: 
03/30/2007) 


04/24/2007 


713 


OPINION. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 4/23/07. (rid) (Entered: 04/24/2007) 


04/24/2007 


714 


ORDER Clerk of Court directed to enter jgm. in favor ofpltfs. and agst. defts. Signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 4/23/07. (rid) (Entered: 04/24/2007) 


05/03/2007 


715 


TIIDGMFNT in favor of Advanced Cardiovascular Svstems Inc Guidant Sales 
Coporanon against Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 5/2/07. (rid) (Entered: 05/03/2007) 


05/09/2007 


716 


NOTICE OF APPEAL to the Federal Circuit of 714 Order, 603 Order, 712 Order on 
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Motion for New Trial, Order on Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, 615 Order, 
Order on Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, Order on Motion in Limine, Order 
on Motion to Strike 715 Judgment, 713 Opinioa 711 Memorandum Opinion, 543 

*\dd Sd9 SR7 69R 690 Nntire nf Annpnl Anneal filer! hv MeHtrnnir Avp Tnr 

Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) 
Modified on 5/9/2007 (fint, ). (Entered: 05/09/2007) 


0^/00/9007 




/\ppcdi r ceo iCL-civcu. j> tjj, rcLcipi iiuiuuci it / L +yy ic / 1 u rNuuwc ui /\ppcai 

(Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. TPO Issued, (ead) 
(Entered: 05/09/2007) 


05/11/2007 




Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit re 
716 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) (els) (Entered: 05/1 1/2007) 


0^/1 1 /9007 

KJD/ 1 1/XUU / 




1\ ULlllL-aUUIl ICgdlUUlg / 1 \J IN UULC Ul /Appeal yJ/CUCIal v^HCUllJ, INUUC'C Ul /\jjpCal 

(Federal Circuit), Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Maurer (els) 
(Entered: 05/1 1/2007) 


0^/1 1 /9007 




INULlUL/aUUU ICgalUlIig / 1U 1MUL1LC Ul rVppCal ^rCUClCU V^HCUllJ, Ul /\ppCal 

(Federal Circuit), Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gunning (els) 
(Entered: 05/11/2007) 


0^/1 1 /9007 

UJ/ 1 1/ZUU / 




1M ULlllLallUIl ICUdJUillH, / IP INUULC Ul .rYppCdl ^TCUClal V^lTwUllJ, lMULIWC Ul /\ppCdl 

(Federal Circuit), Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gaffigan (els) 
(Entered: 05/11/2007) 


0^/1 1 /9007 




1\ ULlULaLlUIl rc^dTUIIlti / 1U 1NUUCC Ul /-YppCal \r CUCIal V^HL>U11J, INUULC Ul /Appeal 

(Federal Circuit), Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Dibbs (els) 
(Entered: 05/1 1/2007) 


05/18/2007 


717 


Court's response to counsel's email request for emergency relief dated 5/18/07. (rid) 
(Entered: 05/18/2007) 


0^/91/9007 


71 8 


Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. ( already on file) re 716 Notice of Appeal (Federal 
Circuit) (Louden, Karen) Modified on 5/21/2007 (fint, ). (Entered: 05/21/2007) 


05/22/2007 


719 


AMENDED JUDGMENT. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 5/21/07. (rid) 
(Entered: 05/22/2007) 


05/24/2007 


720 


Amended NOTICE OF APPEAL to the Federal Circuit of 714 Order, 603 Order, 712 
Order on Motion for New Trial, Order on Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, 
719 Judgment, 615 Order, Order on Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, Order 
on Motion in Limine, Order on Motion to Strike, 7L5 Judgment, 713 Opinion, 711 
ivicrnuranuurn wpiniuii, iv.i. inuo. jho , jhh , jhz , jo / , vu , ozo , 0Z7 /\ppcai mcu 
by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) Modified on 5/25/2007 
(fint, ). (Entered: 05/24/2007) 


05/30/2007 




Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit re 
720 Amended Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit), (hr) (Entered: 05/30/2007) 
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05/30/2007 




Notification regarding 720 Amended Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to 
Reporter Dibbs (hr) (Entered: 05/30/2007) 


05/30/2007 




Notification regarding 720 Amended Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to 
Reporter Gaffigan(hr) (Entered: 05/30/2007) 


05/30/2007 




Notification regarding 720 Amended Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to 
Reporter Gunning (hr) (Entered: 05/30/2007) 


05/30/2007 




Notification regarding 720 Amended Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to 
Reporter Maurer (hr) (Entered: 05/30/2007) 


oa/oa/ooo7 


77 1 
/Zl 


1N^/ iiv^ii ui i-zociveiing ivcouru un /vppcai irum uaLA lur uic rcucrai v^iicuii ic /id 
Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. 
USCA Case Number 2007-1365 (fint) (Entered: 06/04/2007) 


oa/or/0007 


777 
/zz 


i3 r 1 j\A j livrviXj ov^rvLi 1 Ul 1VIOL1UI1 JTLCdTIIlg I1C1U Oil Jt Zo/Uu 111 77"<)3 J - OL^lv UC1UIC 

Judge Robinson. Court Reporter: K. Maurer. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (frnt) 
(Entered: 06/25/2007) 


UO/Z J/ZUU / 




ivimuic J-Jiiry lur prucccuiuga nciu uciuic juugc ouc i^. rvuuuiouii . icicpnunc 
Conference held on 6/25/2007. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (rid) (Entered: 
06/27/2007) 


06/26/2007 


723 


NOTICE of Name Change and to Substitute Abbott Laboratories Inc. for Plaintiff 

VJUlUdlll odlCd l^urpuidllUIl Vy ^UvallCCU l^cirUlUVaawUJal oybLCIIl^, UIC, VJUIUalll OdlCo 

Coporation (Attachments: # I Text of Proposed Order)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
06/26/2007) 


OA /^ 7/9007 


11 A 


1 IVr\J/N ov^JVLr 1 Ol IClCpilUllC \^UI11CICI1CC IICIU UI1 U/ 1 UCIUIC JUUg>C IVUUUIMJIJL 

Court Reporter: V. Gunning. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint) (Entered: 
06/27/2007) 


OA A) 0/7007 


77^ 


LvlKJ LlKjrs LOT r CIlllalieilL JJIJLUILIIUII - 111CU oy /VUDUU V^arUlUVa»L.Ukir oyMCIIla 11 1C, 

Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 7.1.1 Certification^ 2 Text of Proposed 
Order)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 06/29/2007) 


06/29/2007 


726 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Anne Shea Gaza re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction 
(AFFIDA VIT OF ANNE SHEA GAZA IN SUPPORT OFACS'S MOTION FOR A 

PFPA/fJ KH7NT M IT JKICTTDKl HTflT-fT Y CDNFinFTTJT FIT FD TINDFR VFAT ) 

filed by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) 
(Entered: 06/29/2007) 


06/29/2007 


727 


SEALED OPENING BRIEF in Support re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction 
(A CS'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

HTflT-TT V mhlFTnFKfTJAT FIT FH TIMDFP <2FJ T ) filpH hv Ahhott 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. Answering BrieiTResponse due 
date per Local Rules is 7/19/2007. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 06/29/2007) 


06/29/2007 


728 


SEALED DECLARATION re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction 
(DECLARATION OF GARY SCHNEIDERMAN, PhD. -HIGHLY 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 
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CONFIDENTIAL - FILED UNDER SEAL) by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 06/29/2007) 


06/29/2007 


729 


SEALED DECLARATION re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction 

fllFCT ARA TTDN (IF HA VID C PA CTTTT HTG TJT Y mNFTTiFNTTA T — FTT FD 

UNDER SEAL) by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. 
(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 06/29/2007) 


06/29/2007 


730 


DECLARATION re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction (DECLARATION OF 

JLsH,L, iv. iwiXZiV, IVl.LJ.J uy rWUVll V^diUlU VdoLUJaX OjtolCIIlo 11 IC, AUUUU l^aUUIalUIlCb 

Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
06/29/2007) 


U //UJ/ZUU / 


/ji 


iviv/ nvjiM lur rru ndL vice /\ppcdicuiL'C ui .rvuunicy IVCV1I1 k3. IvUaCIl, /Miuiuiiy l>. 

Newman and Matthew A. Hoflman - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/03/2007) 


07/06/2007 


732 


SEALED MOTION to Stay - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/06/2007) 


u //UO/ZUU / 


73^ 


CTh AT Fn nPFNFTMn TVRTFF in ^lmnnrt rp 7^9 QP? AT PH IV/fOTTfW tn <Jtav i\M hv 
l> r,/-vi ,r,i j \jr nrNirN vj oivlcf ui ouppun re / jz o12/\jujl>iv iviw iiwin iu ouiy mcu uy 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. Answering BrieiZResponse due date per 

Local Rules is 7/23/2007. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/06/2007) 


07/0^/7007 
\J 1 I\J\jI L\J\J l 


7^d 


^IFAT FH TYFPT AT?ATTOKF rp 7^3 Onpnina Rripf tn ^lmnnrt Dorlnrntinn Crf Karon 
O JLrA 1 iVA J LJil\^ L^f\l\r\ 1 1 W IN 1C / J J VypCIUIlg JDIIC1 ill OUppUl I l^t^ClUrul lUrl \JJ I\.(AnCrl 

Jacobs Louden by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti Leslie) 
(Entered: 07/06/2007) 


07/06/9007 


/jj 


^FAT FFI TYFPT AT?ATTfYM rp 7^ Ci n prima Uripfm Qimnnrt Plorlnrntinn Crf Toff 
oJQ/A 1 /PJ J lJIZy^l^r\JSJ\lL\jrH IC / jj Impelling Olid III OUppUil LseCluru 11 UH \JJ JVjJ 

Allen by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 
07/06/2007) 


07/06/9007 


7^6 


<iFAT FF* TYFPT AT?AT7fYM rp I'X'X Onpninfj Rn'pfin ^ltnnnrt Viorlnvrttinvi Crf ^mtt 
oJQ/A 1 ,V\ J LsllX^ L^r\J\r\ 1 1U 1 > IC / JJ VypCIlUlg JDllCl III OUppUI L LJeClUrCil IUH \JJ OCUll 

Raymond Ward by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) 
(Entered: 07/06/2007) 


07/06/9007 


7^7 


^FAT FD TYFPT AT* ATTOTsJ rp 7^ Onpnma Rripf m ^imnnrt rierlarntinvt Of Mirhnpl 
\jx2J\\.jI.A.J l^lJ/V^l^/AJvr\ 1 1W1\ IC / JJ V^pCIllIlg D11C1 111 OUppUl 1 l/cC/« r til lUrl \JJ iVllCrlLlt,l 

Ellwein by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti Leslie) (Entered: 
07/06/2007) 


07/00/9007 
u i i\)yi i 


/ Jo 


i\jZ/JL/rVv> i lu v rj/ivoiw in ui i l i wpcning r>nci m ouppuri, kjj iio iviuiion r or 
Permanent Injunction by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories 
Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 07/09/2007) 


07/09/2007 


739 


REDACTED VERSION of 726 Affidavit, of Anne Shea Gaza In Support ofACS's 
ivioiion r or j± r errnanem injunaiun uy /\udou ^druiuvabcuiar oyoicuio inc., /\uuuu 
Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit l-5# 2 Exhibit 6# 3 Exhibit 7-23)(Gaza, 
Anne) (Entered: 07/09/2007) 


07/09/2007 


740 


REDACTED VERSION of 728 Declaration of Gary Schneiderman, Ph.D. by Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 
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07/09/2007) 


07/00/9007 


741 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON of 729 Declaration of David C Pacini bv Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit 1- 
3)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 07/09/2007) 


07/12/2007 




SO ORDERED, re 731 MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Appearance of Attorney Kevin S. 
loosen Anthonv S Mewman and Matthew A Hoffman filed hv Medtronic USA Tnc 

Medtronic Ave Inc. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 7/1 1/07. (rid) (Entered: 
07/12/2007) 


07/1 6/9007 
U / / 1 yji lUv / 


749 


STTPTTT ATT (TNT to extend hriefina schedule Stinulntinn And Order hv Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 07/16/2007) 


07/18/2007 


743 


SEALED MOTION for Scheduling Order Joint Motion for Entry of a Discovery and 
Briefing Schedule on Plaintiffs' Motion for a Permanent Injunction - filed by 

Mpdtronir Ave Tnr Medtronir USA Tnr Ahhott Cardiovascular Svstems Tnc 

Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibits A-C)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
07/18/2007) 


07/20/2007 




SO ORDERED, re 742 Stipulation filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. 

Rrieftna Qrhednle tnr D T 79 S is evtended to a date to he set forth in schedule to he set 

by the court upon the parties submission of their joint proposal Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 7/18/07. (rid) (Entered: 07/20/2007) 


07/23/2007 


744 


SEALED ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition re 732 SEALED MOTION to Stay 
HJGHT Y CONFIFiFNTTAT filed hv Abbott Cardiovascular Svstems Inc Abbott 
Laboratories Inc.. Reply Brief due date per Local Rules is 8/2/2007. (Gaza, Anne) 
(Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/23/2007 


745 


REDACTED VERSION of 732 SEALED MOTION to Stay by Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/23/2007 


746 


REDACTED VERSION of 733 Opening Brief in Support of Their Motion to Stay by 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/93/9007 

\J //Z J/AW / 


747 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON nf 734 Dprlaration nf Karpn lacnhs Louden hv Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibits A through C)(Polizoti, 
Leslie) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/23/2007 


748 


REDACTED VERSION of 735 Declaration of Jeff Allen by Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/23/2007 


749 


REDACTED VERSION of 736 Declaration of Scott Raymond Ward by Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


07/23/2007 


750 


REDACTED VERSION of 737 Declaration of Michael Ellwein by Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 07/23/2007) 


08/02/2007 


751 


SEALED REPLY BRIEF re 732 SEALED MOTION to Stay filed by Medtronic Ave 
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Jyir> \Ap ntvr\ vt ir* J I ,\ A Tvif* KApntvnYiif* A~\)p Jyir* ArtP/itvnviif* TI.\A Tvif* 

(Attachments: # 7 Exhibit A tinder seal) (Polizoti, Leslie) Modified on 8/2/2007 
(fmt, ). (Entered: 08/02/2007) 


OX/09/9007 




9FAT FD nFfT AR ATTON Sunnlpmpntnf Uprlnrntinn Of Jeff Allen Rp Rpnh; 7n 

Support Of Motion To Stay by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 08/02/2007) 


08/09/9007 


7S3 


RFOT TF^T fnr Oral Aroiimpnt hv A/TpHtrnnin Avp Tnr lvfpHtrnnip T TS A Tnr 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. re 732 SEALED MOTION to Stay. 
(Polizoti, Leslie) (Entered: 08/02/2007) 


08/02/2007 


754 


REDACTED VERSION of 743 SEALED MOTION for Scheduling Order Joint 
Motion for Entry of a Discovery and Briefing Schedule on Plaintiffs' Motion for a 

pYWinvipvit Jvti tivmtinvi hv \4f a Htrr\rnr' A \/p Tnr* lvfpHtrnnir TTQA Trif* Ahhrvtt 

l C/ frttlrltZrll IrU MrllsllUrl Uj IVlCUUUlll^ AVC 1111/., 1VJ.CLIU.U11K/ KJOr\.^ 111U., /A.UUUU 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibits A- 
C)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 08/02/2007) 


08/06/9007 


7S^ 


RFDAPTFn VFR^TON of 744 Amwerincr Rripf m Onnn<2irinn hv Ahhntt 

J\XZ*iy/\v> 1 L-jLJ V JZ/IVolV_/lM Ul / *t*t rVllo WCllllg XJllCl 111 WpjJUMLlUll Uj /\UUU 11 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
08/06/2007) 


08/06/2007 


756 


ORDER, Motions terminated: GRANTING to extent it related to 'Endeavor" stent 732 
SEALED MOTION to Stay filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc.; 
MOOTING 743 SEALED MOTION for Scheduling Order Joint Motion for Entry of 
a Discovery and Briefing Schedule on Plaintiffs' Motion for a Permanent 
Injunction filed by Abbott Laboratories Mc, Medtronic USA, Inc., Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Set Briefing Schedule re Motion for 

n pttyijj nPTYt" mil mf*tir\rv A ncw/prmo' T-Vtipt Hup 1 0/99/9007 Rpnlv Rt*ipt Hup 1 1 /^/9007 

UClllKtllClll 111) lulls 11U11. /tJIo WCl H Ig, JJl 1C1 UUC 1 \Jl £m£ml fcvv / .IVCUiy JJ11C1 UUC 1 l/*7/Z(V/W / . 

Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 8/6/07. (rid) Modified on 8/20/2007 (rid, ). 
(Entered: 08/06/2007) 


0K/0R/9007 


7^7 


Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. 
(Polizoti, Leslie) - Modified on 8/8/2007 (rwc, ). (Entered: 08/08/2007) 


08/08/9007 


7S8 

/JO 


RFDAPTFD VFR^TON nf 7S9 ^lmnlprnpntal Dpp la ration Of TpfF AIWi hv MpHtrnnir 
rssZiUrw^ lcaj v xZ/ivoi win ui / jz, ouppiciiiciiuti c sai <x uu ii yji jcu /viicii vy ivicuuuiiiL' 

Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. (Polizoti, 
Leslie) Modified on 8/8/2007 (rwc, ). (Entered: 08/08/2007) 


08/08/9007 




rORRFrTTrNTO FNTRY* Ppr rpniip<;t of filpr thp Plprk 1 ^ nffirp mnHtfipH r>T#'<5 7S7 anH 

I\_rVI_/ V_/ AllNVJ J_j1>< 1 XV 1 . a CI 1CUUCM Ul 11LC1, U1C 1CI iv o U111CC HlUUlllwU LJLtt o 1 J 1 allKl 

758, linking them to the correct previously filed sealed documents, (rwc) (Entered: 
08/08/2007) 


08/08/2007 


759 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of (1) Defendants' Requests For Production Of Documents 
And Things Regarding The eBay Factors, (2) Defendant Medtronic Vascular Inc. ! s First 
Set Of Interrogatories Regarding The eBay Factors by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic 
USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc..(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
08/08/2007) 
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08/13/2007 


760 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Abbott's Request For The Production Of Documents And 
Things Regarding Abbott's Motion For Permanent Injunction and Abbott's First Set Of 

TntfMmwitoripQ RponrHintT Ahhntt'^ Motion For Pprmanpnt Tniimntion hv Ahbott 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
08/13/2007) 


nc/1 7/9007 

\JOf 1 1 1 £*\}\J 1 


761 


NOTTCF OF SFRVTCF of Defendants' Second Reauest for Production of Documents 
and Things Regarding the eBay Factors by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc..(Bauer, Richard) (Entered: 08/17/2007) 


08/20/2007 




Set Briefing Schedule: Answering Brief due 10/22/2007.Reply Brief due 11/5/2007. 
(rid) (Entered: 08/20/2007) 


08/20/2007 


762 


NOTICE to Take Deposition of Gary Schneiderman, Ph.D. on September 17, 2007 by 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc..(PoHzoti, Leslie) (Entered: 08/20/2007) 


08/20/2007 


763 


NOTICE to Take Deposition of David C. Pacitti on September 20, 2007 by Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc..(PolizDti, Leslie) (Entered: 08/20/2007) 


OR/90/7007 




SFAT FT) NOTTCF to Take Dpnoiition of Plaintifft: on Sentemher 1 8 2007 hv 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc..(Polizoti, Leslie) Modified on 8/28/2007 
(fint, ). (Entered: 08/20/2007) 


OR/91/9007 


/ UJ 


rxTOTTfF of T^otipp of ^liirmopna hv MpHtronir Avp Tnr lvfpHtroriir TTSA Trip 

1> V_/ 1 lV_xi_y \JL I^IUIIC'C' \JL O IXUJJvJC/Iitl UY 1V1VU.U. v/lllL> /1VC XI IV., IVXwlXU. UlXll' V_Jlj,TY, lilt., 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. Defendants' Notice Of Subpoena Of Dr. 
JoelK. Kahn (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit l)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 08/21/2007) 


OR/97/9007 

\JO/ 1 1 ZrV/V/ / 


7fifi 

/ 


1V/TOTTO r\T *frvr Pm T-Tap \/ipp Annparpnpp of Atfompv X/TarV T-T T von arifl FrpHpnrV 

Chung - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 08/27/2007) 


0R/9R/9007 




ORTYFRFD rp 766 MOTION for Pro Har Wp Annparanre of Attornev Mark H 

OV V^XVl^XJtXVLtX-/, 1C / \J\J IVXV/ XXV/1N 1\J1 1 lu iiac view /!. L7 U tdl Cll IV^t/ VJX ./TXlv/lllfc^ IVXcll IN. XX. 

Lyon and Frederick Chung filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. Signed 
by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 8/28/07. (rid) (Entered: 08/28/2007) 


09/06/2007 


767 


REDACTED VERSION of 764 Notice to Take Deposition Defendants' Notice Of 

Dpnnwtinv} PurvMSinf Tn J?pH P C*iv P ^0fh)f6) Tiivprtpfi Tn Plniwtiffa hv 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 09/06/2007) 


09/06/2007 


768 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Joel K. Kahn, M.D.'s Responses and Objections To 
Defendants 1 Subpoena For Documents and Things re 765 Notice (Other) by Abbott 

r^arHiovaQnitar ^Iv^rprrK Tnr Ahhott T ahoratorip^ Tnr Rplfltpd Honimpnt* 76^ Notice 

(Other) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc..(Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 
09/06/2007) 


09/07/2007 


769 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Abbott's Responses To Defendant Medtronic Vascular 
Inc.'s First Set of Interrogatories Regarding The eBay Factors and Abbott's Responses 
and Objections To Defendants First and Second Requests For Production of 
Documents and Things Regarding The eBay Factors re 761 Notice of Service, 759 
Notice of Service, by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. 
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IvClaLCU ClULUIIlCIll* /Ol rNUUL/C Ul OtlVK/C JJiCCi Uy IVICUUUIIIL/ Ul3/\, Jill/., lVlGUUUlUl' /\VC 

Inc., 759 Notice of Service, filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc..(Gaza, 
Arme) (Entered: 09/07/2007) 


09/10/2007 


770 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Abbott's Responses and Objections to Defendants' Notice 

oi ivcpuoiuun r utaUcuii lu rcu. iv. iw^iv. r . ju^u^u/ uiici/icu iu x ldiiiiiiio /-vuuuu 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
09/10/2007) 


HQ/1 1 HCiCM 


771 

ill 


i\iv_/ 1 lv^m* iu ldJvc -L/cpuMUUii ui vjcuy o viuiciuciiiiaJi un ocpiciiiuci z.u, z,uu / 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 09/1 1/2007) 


no/1 1 nc\(\i 

\)yf 1 1/ZUU / 


111 


XTOTTPP? in Tc\V& FW>ncitirm nf Art rid CnQnn rm ^pnfptnhpr ISt 9007 Hv A/fpHtrnnir 
IMw llv^I-/ IU laKC IVcpUMllUIl Ul /\Ulla opdllU UI1 OCpiCIIlUCI ZO, ZV/U / Uy 1V1CUUUI11C 

Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 09/1 1/2007) 


HQ/1 lll(\(\l 
uy/ 1Z/ZUU / 


11X 
IIP 


O ilrULAllvlN oupUlallUIl /VlllCIlUlllg l^rUlCCUVC v_/IUCI Uy IVICUUUIIIC Ave 11 IU., 

Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 09/12/2007) 


09/12/2007 


114 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Defendants' Responses to Abbott's First Set of 
Interrogatories Regarding Abbott's Motion for Permanent Injunction and Defendants' 

IvCopUlJoCo LU /\UUUll o rvCt|UCalo 1UI x lUUUvllUIl Ul l^UUUIllCIllo allKl llllllgp JVCgcUUlll^ 

Abbott's Motion for Permanent Injunction by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc..(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 09/12/2007) 


no/1 ^i/onn7 




OVy l^INJ^JjJNllL', lc / IJ oUpUJallUIl /AlllcIlUUlg rlULCL/Llvc V^IUCI lllCU Uy IVICUUUIIIL' 

USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 9/13/07. (rip) 
(Entered: 09/14/2007) 


09/14/2007 


115 


NOTICE OF SERVICE of Responses and Objections To Defendants' Requests For 
lyocunicnus emu iiiuigb iu dc riuuuLcu Dy vjaiy oL-iiiiciuciiiiaii, riLL/. uy auuuu 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc..(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
09/14/2007) 


09/27/2007 




Set Deadlines/Hearings: Telephone Conference set for 9/28/2007 0230 PM before 
Honorable Sue L. Robinson, (rip) (Entered: 09/27/2007) 


\)y/Zo/Z\)\J 1 


11(\ 

1 /o 


i^euer 10 rion. ouc .Lf. ivODinbun irom jvdrcii jdLUDo jLfUuucii icgdiuiiig ocpLciiiucx zo, 
2007 discovery teleconference (FILED UNDER SEAL). (Attachments: # \ Exhibit 1-7 
Under Seal)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 09/28/2007) 


09/28/2007 


777 


REDACTED VERSION of 776 Letter Public Version/Letter to Hon. Sue L. 
KOuivisOfi uy ivicutronic /\ve inc., ivieuiromc uoa, mu, lvicuiruriiL /\vc inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit l-7)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
09/28/2007) 


10/10/2007 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson : Telephone 
Conference held on 10/10/2007. Next teleconference set for 10/15/07 at 4:00 p.m. 



ecf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?.. 



78/87 



5/14/2012 CM/ECF LIVE - U.S. District Court:ded 







(Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (rip) (Entered: 10/10/2007) 


10/10/2007 




Set Deadlines/Hearings: Telephone Conference set for 10/1 5/2007 04:00 PM before 
Honorable Sue L. Robinson (rip) (Entered: 10/10/2007) 


1 0/1 0/2007 


778 


TRANSCRIPT of Telenhone Conference held on 10/10/07 before Judee Robinson. 
Court Reporter: V. Gunning. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint) (Entered: 
10/10/2007) 


10/10/2007 


779 


NOTICE of Subpoena of Adria Spano by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. 
(Attachments: # I Exhibit l)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/10/2007) 


10/11/2007 




CORRECTING ENTRY: Per phone call from Morris, Nichols, Arsht & Tunnell, the 
MOTT^F tn Takp Dpnn^itinn nf AHrifl Snann on Ortohpr 1 2007 hv Medtronic Ave 

Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. filed on 10/10/07 has been removed from the docket as it 
was filed in error, (fmt) Modified on 10/1 1/2007 (fmt, ). (Entered: 10/1 1/2007) 


1 0/1 S/7007 




lVTtni itp Fntrv for nrnrppdino^ lipid hpfnrp Tnd^p Sup T Robinson * Tplenhone 

Conference held on 10/15/2007. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (rip) (Entered: 
10/16/2007) 


10/17/2007 


780 


STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME for Medtronic to file answering brief and for 

ntaintiflfc tn flip rpnlv hripftn Mnvpmhpr 1 9007 and Nnvpmhpr 1 Q 2007 re<;nectivelv 

YJ Kill lLLLXo WJ lilt IfclJlY UL It*!. IU 1 > W V^111UV/1 J., W / CU1U 1 > \J V ^/l 1 1 5 £.\J\J I ^ 1 iJtJ CVllvv lj^ 

- filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Abbott Cardiovascular Systems 
Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/17/2007) 


10/22/2007 




SO ORDERED, re 780 STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME for Medtronic to file 
answering brief and for plaintifls to file reply brief to November 1 , 2007 and November 
19, 2007, respectively filed by Abbott Laboratories Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Abbott 

f^ 1 c\ rHirwnQ mkir ^v^tpm^ Tnp \4pHtrnnip Avp Tnp TCp£pt Rripfrncx SIpHpHuIp rp F) T 79S* 

(XL \X l\J V do \^ LilCU OY^ltUlO Aliv., 1V1CUL1 \Jll_lw riV^ U.lw. IVtuv I 1J1 i\, 111 Iz^ OvllvUUlv It IS . 1 . 1 £~ u <. 

Answering Brief due 1 1/1/2007. Reply Brief due 1 1/19/2007. Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 10/19/07. (rip) (Entered: 10/22/2007) 


1 1/01/9007 


781 

/OX 


SFAT FT) ANSWFRTNG RRIFF in Onnosition re 725 MOTION for Permanent 
Injunction filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. Reply Brief due date per 
Local Rules is 1 1/13/2007. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 


1 1/01/9007 


789 

/ Ox* 


SFAT FT) DFCT AR ATION rp 781 Amwprinp Rrief in Onnosition nf Rodnev S 
Badger, M.D., F.A.C.C. by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 


11/01/2007 


783 


SEALED DECLARATION re 781 Answering Brief in Opposition of Victor W. Assad 
by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 


1 1/01/9007 


784 
/ o^ 


9FAT FF> DFPT ARATTON rp 781 Amwprincr Rripf in Onnositinn nf Gloria Ruiz- 
Ramirez by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/01/2007) 


11/01/2007 


785 


SEALED DECLARATION re 78 1 Answering Brief in Opposition of Thaddeus R. 
Tolleson, M.D., F.A.C.C. by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 
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11/01 /2007 


786 


SFAT FT) DFCT ARATION re 781 Answerine Brief in Oooosition of Douelas G 
Ebersole, M.D. by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 11/01/2007) 


1 1/01/7007 


787 

/Of 


SFAT FT) DFCT ARATfON re 781 Answering Brief in Onnosition of David L Pearle 
MD. by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/01/2007) 


11/01/2007 


788 


SEALED DECLARATION re 781 Answering Brief in Opposition of Hiten Chawla by 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 


11/01/2007 


789 


SEALED DECLARATION re 781 Answering Brief in Opposition of Jeff Allen by 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/01/2007) 


1 1 /fl1 Dftftl 


7Q0 


SFAT FT) DFCT AR ATTON re 7R1 Answering Brief in Onnosition of Karen Jacobs 
Louden by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/01/2007) 


1 1/05/2007 




Set Deadlines/Hearing?: Telephone Conference set for 1 1/7/2007 08:00 AM before 
Honorable Sue L. Robinsoa (lint) (Entered: 1 1/05/2007) 


11/06/2007 


791 


Letter to Hoa Sue L. Robinson from Karen Jacobs Louden regarding discovery 
teleconference. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/06/2007) 


1 1 /07/9007 




\Zltniitp Fntrv for nrnreeHino^ helH before Tndpe Sue T Robinson * Telenhone 

IVXillLllV XJJ1U Y 1\JL UL UvW^UJlJgj UvlUi W JUUgv L?UV -Lv* 1 VVV L/11.L3W11 . x VlVLSllWllV 

Conference held on 1 1/7/2007. (Court Reporter K. Maurer.) (rip) (Entered: 
11/07/2007) 


11/08/2007 


792 


STENO NOTES of Teleconference held on 1 1/7/07 before Judge Robinsoa Court 
Reporter: K. Maurer. (Notes on file in Clerk's Office) (fint) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /OR/9007 


793 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON nf 781 Answering Rrief in Onnositinn to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Permanent Injunction by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /08/9007 


794 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON of 789 Declaration of Jeff Allen bv Medtronic Ave Inc 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibits A and B)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/08/2007) 


11/08/2007 


795 


REDACTED VERSION of 790 Declaration of Karen Jacobs Louden by Medtronic 

Ave Tnr \zfeHtronir TT^A Tnr f Attarhmente* it 1 Fvhihite A thronph lit 2 Fxhihits K 

/l VV .LIU/*, IVJ.t'LIll W11JV JA.j XI iV . . 1 /Xllcl^lllllwlllO. 7T 1 1_>/V1 llLf llO IX. till \J U£y 1 JTT ^ JL^V1111_/1U3 J.V. 

through M# 3 Exhibits N through P# 4 Exhibit Q# 5 Exhibits R through U)(Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /OR/9007 


/ yU 


RFDAPTTD VFRSTON nf 783 Derlararinn nf Victor W A wnd hv Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/08/2007) 


11/08/2007 


797 


REDACTED VERSION of 782 Declaration of Rodney S. Badger, M.D., F.A.C.C. by 
Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # \ Exhibit A)(Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 



etf.ded.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DWRpt.pl?.. 
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1 1 /OX/2007 


798 

/ 7Q 


RFnAPTFT) VFRSTON of 7RR Derlaratinn nfHitpn Chmvln hv Medtronic Ave Tnr 

l\XJ/lV/YV_/ 1 V J_<l\jJ 1 yj 1 > Ul / OO l^tV*liXl<lllUil C// Illicit \s f It* W (U UY IVlfcUU U11IV AVv Uils*; 

Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # i Exhibits A through C)(Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 11/08/2007) 


i i /OS/9007 


70Q 

/ yy 


RFT^APTPT) VFTC^TfYNT nf7Rfi Derlarntinn nf Dnualn? CI Fhprvnlp M D hv 

rvl_lJL//Vv^ 1 XZlL/ V X-tTVOlVylN Ul /OVJ l^CL'lal dllUIl t7/ J-SUUglLio W . EjWi oUlG, 1VjL*LJ* Uj 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # i Exhibit A)(Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /OR/9007 


R00 


RFT^APTPD VFR^TON nf 7R4 Derlaratinn nf Glnrin RiJi7-RamirP7 hv MeHtrnnir 

fx rj Jr\\ j 1 r^l J V LJXulWl i Ul / O t J^^CKUClllUll UJ kJIUi 114- 1\IAIL ~IXL4.rflir UY IVltUUUllk/ 

Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # \ Exhibit A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/08/2007) 


1 1 /OR/9007 

1 1/UO/ZUW / 


R01 
o\j 1 


RFDAPTPn VFR^TOM of 7RS Derlaratinn nf Thnddpus R Tnllpsnn M T) 

F.A.C. C by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # i Exhibit 
A)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /OR/9007 

1 1/uO/ZuU / 


R09 


RFnAPTTD VFR^TfYW nf7R7 Derlaratinn nfD/rvisi I PphvIp M D hv MeHtrnnir 

Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # i Exhibits A through D# 2 Exhibit E 
Part One# 3 Exhibit E Part Two# 4 Exhibit F)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/08/2007) 


1 1 /OQ/9007 


RO^ 


TR AN^IPRTPT nf Telenhnne Pnnferenrp held nn 1 1 /7/07 hefhre Tndae Rnhin<;nn 

lIVr\lN OV^IVll 1 Ul IClCpilUllC V_/UIJ1C1CI1L'C I1C1U UI1 1 1/ / f\) / UC1U1C JUU^C JVUUJlloUlL 

Court Reporter: K. Maurer. (Transcript on file in Clerk's Office) (fint) (Entered: 
11/14/2007) 


11/14/2007 


804 


STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME for plaintins to file their reply brief in support of 

thf*tr mntinn fnr npTmanpnt irtii tnpfinn tn r\Tnvpmher 71 7007 - fileH hv Ahhntt 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
11/14/2007) 


11/19/2007 




SO ORDERED, re 804 STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME for plaintiffi to file their 
reply brief in support of their motion for permanent injunction to November 2 1 , 2007 

fflpH hv Ahhntt T ahnratnrip^ Tnr Ahhntt f^arHinvaQpiitar ^vcteinQ Tnr Set Rriefincr 

Schedule: re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction. Reply Brief due 1 1/21/2007. 
Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 1 1/19/2007. (fint) (Entered: 1 1/19/2007) 


11/91 /9007 


ROS 


S1FAT FF) RFPT Y RRTFF re 79 S MOTION fnr Ppimanpnt Tniimrtinn filpH hv Ahhntt 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Filtered: 
11/21/2007) 


11/21/2007 


806 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Anne Shea Gaza re 805 Reply Brief in Support of Abbott's 

iwfsiy ul kjuuuuf i uj ii o lviuiiUfi jut la r tr iiiiifiicfii lrtj uriuiiuri m&u uy rvuuuii 

Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
11/21/2007) 


1 1 /91 /9007 


R07 


TJ'Cf^T IWQT ff\v C*\m\ A ven rtw&nt h\/ AhhrvH" r^cirHir\\/i5cr*n1iir ^IvctPTYic Tnr* Ahhr^tt 
IVCA^/ LJ J_!a3 1 1U1 \JI dl /vL^UlllCIU Vj f\UU\)ll V^cUUlUVaoCUial O^MClllo r\UUULL 

Laboratories Inc. re 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunctioa (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
11/21/2007) 


11/27/2007 


808 


STATEMENT ^4CiS'5 SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMISSION) by Abbott Cardiovascular 
Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Attachment to Supplemental 
Submission)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 1 1/27/2007) 
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11/28/2007 


809 


SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Medtronic' s Unopposed Motion To 
Supplement The Record And To File Non-Argumentative Evidentiary Objections - 
nieu oy jvieaironic Ave inc., ivieQtronic UoA, inc., ivica ironic Ave inc., ivieacromc 
USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit A and B Under Seal)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
11/28/2007) 


11/28/2007 


810 


REQUEST for Oral Argument by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., 
ivieQ ironic Ave inc., iviecnronic u&a, inc. re ouy onj\]^rL\j ivuj ihjin ior .Leave 10 
File Medtronic's Unopposed Motion To Supplement The Record And To File Non- 
Argumentative Evidentiary Objections. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/28/2007) 


1 i ni\nr\f\H 
1 1/JU/zUU/ 


01 1 

oil 


bJ^ALrJJ o lAioVLciN i re olio statement Kesonse 10 ado on s ouppiementai 
Submission by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., 
Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 1 1/30/2007) 


11/30/2007 


812 


REDACTED VERSION of 805 Reply Brief by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 1 1/30/2007) 


11/30/2007 


813 


REDACTED VERSION of 806 Affidavit of Anne Shea Gaza in Support of Abbott's 
Reply In Support of Its Motion For A Permanent Injunction by Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # \ Exhibit 24- 
29# 2 Exhibit 30 -Part 1# 3 Exhibit 30 - Part 2# 4 Exhibit 30 - Part 3# 5 Exhibit 30 - 

rart Hft 0 riXnlDll 3U - rait Jtt ]_ nXnlDll J\) - ran Off o JtMllDlt j\j - rart In y_ xiXnlDK j\) 

- Part 8# 10 Exhibit 30 - Part 9# 11 Exhibit 30 - Part 10# 12 Exhibit 3 1 - 34)(Gaza, 
Aime) (Entered: 1 1/30/2007) 




0 1 A 


KoJAL> leaj ViiKoiuiN oi oil oiatemeni Response i o ad doit s ouppiementai 
Submission by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. 
(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 12/03/2007) 


12/11/2007 


815 


SEALED MEMORANDUM in Opposition re 809 SEALED MOTION for Leave to 
File Medtronic's Unopposed Motion To Supplement The Record And To File Non- 
Argumentative hviaentiary uojections meo oy addou uaraio vascular ovsterns inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.Repry Brief due date per Local Rules is 12/21/2007. (Gaza, 
Anne) (Entered: 12/1 1/2007) 


12/19/2007 


816 


REDACTED VERSION of 809 SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Medtronic's 

Unopposed Motion To Supplement The Record And To File Non-Argumentative 
Evidentiary Objections by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 12/19/2007) 


12/20/2007 


817 


SEALED REPLY BRIEF re 809 SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Medtronic's 
Unopposed Motion To Supplement The Record And To File Non-Argumentative 
Evidentiary Objections Medtronic's Reply In Support Of Its Objections To 
tLviaence K^itea in riaintijjs Kepiy tsnej niea oy lvieatromc /\ve inc., ivieutronic 
USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # I Exhibit A- 
B)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 12/20/2007) 


12/28/2007 


818 


REDACTED VERSION of 815 Memorandum in Opposition, by Abbott 
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Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Cottrell, Frederick) (Entered: 
12/28/2007) 


01/08/2008 


819 

Q17 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON of 81 7 Renlv Rrief in Suimnrt of It? Objections to 
Evidence Cited in Plaintiffs' Reply Brief by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibits A and B)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 01/08/2008) 


01/15/2008 


820 


ORDER Setting Hearings:Oral Argument set for 2/5/2008 10:00 AM in Courtroom 6B 

hpfnrp FTnnnrablp Slip T Robinson Plaintiffs and dpfpnHants pfich shall bp ptvpti onp 
hour to present their argument. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 1/14/08. (fint) 
(Entered: 01/15/2008) 


01/16/2008 


821 


ORDER Rescheduling Hearing on Motion 725 MOTION for Permanent Injunction : 
Motion Hparinp spt for 9/1 7/2008 1 0*00 AM in Courtroom 6R bpiore Honorable Sue 

IVAvllUll AAt^CUlllii Ovl XKJl 1 L*l £*\J\J\j iu.UU -/TJ.VA 111 VuUlUuulll \JU UL1U1 w llUllUlClUlv UV 

L. Robinsoa Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 1/16/2008. (nfii) (Entered: 
01/16/2008) 


02/12/2008 




Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Sue L. Robinson - Oral Argument held 
on 9/1 2/9008 rp 795 MOTION for Pprmanpnt Tnhmetion filed hv Abbott T ahoratories 

KJH Z*/ 1 L*l L*\J\J \J IV 1 1VAV/ llVyli AVI A V/l 1 1 ICII 1V1 It AA1| LUll/UUll AAlVvl U j AL/UVll v/1 CltV/1 IV* l3 

Inc., Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc.. (Court Reporter V. Gunning.) (fint) (Entered: 
02/12/2008) 


02/14/2008 


822 


TRANSCRIPT of Oral Argument held on 2/12/2008 before Judge Robinsoa Court 
Reporter: V. Gunning. (Transact on file in Clerk's Office) (nfii) (Entered: 02/14/2008) 


02/21/2008 


823 


STATEMENT re 629 Jury Verdict (SUBMISSION OF OFFICE ACTION OF THE 
U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE CONFIRMING PATENTABILITY OF 
CT AIM 1 1 OF US PAT NO 6 066 16R hv Abbott Cardiovascular Svstems Tnc 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Attachment to Submission)(Gaza, Anne) 
(Entered: 02/2 1/2008) 


02/26/2008 


824 


SEALED MOTION to Lift Stay re 805 Reply Brief, 756 Order, Terminate Motions, 
Set Briefing Schedule,,,,,, 727 Opening Brief in Support, (MOTION TO LIFT STAY 
OF PROCFFDINGS ON ABBOTT'S MOTION FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION 
AS TO MEDTRONIC'S ENDEA VOR) - filed by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 02/26/2008) 


02/26/2008 


825 


ST A 1 hA4 KMX rp 89^ Statpmpnt Rpvnnnvp to Ahhntt^ Stuhwiiwion of Officp Action 

\J A x\ A A-ilVAA_/l A It- Kj kj LCllVl 111*1 11, i VC»JL/CA t»3 C 1 KJ /l U LJ KJ 1 1 O iJ LIU 1 1 1 too IXJI i \JJ V/7/fl/t /l \s I IKJI I 

of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 02/26/2008) 


03/10/2008 


826 


STIPULATION Further amendment to Protective Order re 189 Proposed Order 

^finulnfinn A w) ovirliYio T^mtprtmp Cirrlpr hv lv/fpHtmrnp A vp Tup lvTpHtrnnir TTS1A 

OllyllillllUflJ±¥fl&fliAui£ 1 t Ul&L^l (KC \Si Ll&f Uj IVAVUU WlAlL' AVC A11C, IVlCUUUlUt UJAj 

Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
03/10/2008) 


03/1 0/9008 

UJ/ IV// ZtVJVJO 


827 

oz, / 


RFDACTFD VFRSTON nf 894 SFAT FD MOTTON to T iff Stav - filed bv Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) Modified on 
3/1 1/2008 (nm). (Entered: 03/10/2008) 


03/11/2008 




SO ORDERED, re 826 Stipulation filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. 
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Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 3/1 1/2008. (nm) (Entered: 03/1 1/2008) 


03/11/2008 




CORRECTING ENTRY: The text of D.I. 827 was modified to reflect that it was the 
redacted version of D.I. 824 SEALED MOTION to Lift Stay, (nfii) (Entered: 
03/11/2008) 


03/14/2008 


828 


SEALED ANSWERING BRIEF in Opposition To Abbott's Motion To Lift Stay Of 
Proceedings On Abbott's Motion For Permanent Injunction As To Medtronic's 
Endeavor filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.Repry Brief due date per 
Local Rules is 3/27/2008. (Attachments: # I Exhibits A through C)(Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 03/14/2008) 


03/19/2008 


829 


REDACTED VERSION of 828 Answering Brief in Opposition, To Abbott's Motion 
To Lift Stay Of Proceedings On Abbott's Motion For Permanent Injunction As To 
Medtronic's Endeavor by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 
I Exhibit A-C to Medtronic's Answering Brief)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 03/19/2008) 


03/27/2008 


830 


SEALED REPLY BRIEF (ABBOTT'S REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF ITS 
MOTION TO LIFT STAY OF PROCEEDINGS ON ABBOTT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION AS TO MEDTRONIC'S ENDEA VOR) filed by Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 
03/27/2008) 


03/27/2008 


831 


SEALED AFFIDAVIT of Anne Shea Gaza re 830 Reolv Brief filed bv Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 
03/27/2008) 


04/01/2008 

- 


832 


SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Surreply to Abbott's Motion to Lift Stay of 
Proceedings on Abbott's Motion for Permanent Injunction as to Medtronic's 
Endeavor - filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 
Exhibits l-2)(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/01/2008) 


04/01/2008 


833 


REQUEST for Oral Argument by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, 
Karen) (Entered: 04/01/2008) 


04/03/2008 


834 


REDACTED VERSION of 830 Reply Brief, by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 04/03/2008) 


04/03/2008 


835 


REDACTED VERSION of 831 Affidavit of Anne Shea Gaza by Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 
04/03/2008) 


04/07/2008 


836 

u ~j \J 


MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Anoearance of Attornev Eric J. Maurer - filed bv 

1 V 1 A. XV/ x. t A\J L M. X V/ ml XLIV T IV v' J. X L/ Ly V 14x Ui IV V Vy A -t X. tlvl X -1 V T l /x lv v * X ▼ ivt v*x vx xxxv ^* v 7 j 

Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA 5 Inc.. 
(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/07/2008) 


04/07/2008 


837 


NOTICE of Chanee of Firm Affiliation of Pro Hac Vice Counsel bv Medtronic Ave 
Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. (Louden, Karen) 
(Entered: 04/07/2008) 


04/1 1/2008 


838 


REDACTED VERSION of 832 SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Surreply to 
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Abbott's Motion to Lift Stay of Proceedings on Abbott's Motion for Permanent 
Jniunrtinn tn A/fpr/tmnir'K P.ndpnvnr hv IVtedtrornc Ave Tnc Medtronic TISA Trie 

(Attachments: # I Exhibit 1 and 2 (Part A), # 2 Exhibit 2 (Part B), # 3 Exhibit 2 (Part 
C))(Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/1 1/2008) 


04/14/2008 




SO ORDFRFD re 836 MOTION for Pro Hac Vice Annearance of Attorney Fric J 
Mavirer filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. Signed by Judge Sue L. 
Robinson on 4/14/2008. (lid) (Entered: 04/14/2008) 


04/16/2008 


839 


RESPONSE to Motion re 832 SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Surreply to 
Abbott's Motion to Lift Stay of Proceedings on Abbott's Motion for Permanent 
Injunction as to Medtronic's Endeavor (ABBOTT'S OPPOSITION TO 
MEDTRONIC'S MOTION FOR LEA VE TO FILE SURREPLY TO ABBOTT'S 
MOTION TO LIFT STA Y OF PROCEEDINGS ON ABBOTT'S MOTION FOR 
PFRMANFNT JN JUNCTION AS TO MFDTRONJC'S FNDFA VOR) filed bv Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 
04/16/2008) 


04/22/2008 


840 


SEALED REPLY BRIEF re 832 SEALED MOTION for Leave to File Surreply to 

Ahhntt\ A/fntinn tn T iff Strrv nf Pmcppdincrv nvi Ahhntt\ A/fntinyi fnv PpvwiflYiPfit 

Injunction as to Medtronic's Endeavor filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, 
Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 04/22/2008) 


04/28/2008 


841 


REDACTED VERSION of 840 Reply Brief, Public Version/Medtronic 's Reply In 
Support Of Its Motion For Leave To File Surreply To Abbott's Motion To Lift Stay 

fyf Pvnrpp diners Ovi Ahhnff f ? AAntinvi Wnv PpvwinviPvit Tviiijvirtinvi A*t Tn A/fpdtrnviif**? 

Endeavor by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
04/28/2008) 


07/2 1 /2008 


842 


T^OTTf^F nf S!iihmK<;inn nfPDA T ptter Providing Nntirp of Annroval of Abbott's 

1 > V_/ 1 1 J_/ Ul L_J LlCllllOkJlvll \Ji. A U±V A^wllwl 1 1U V 1VJ 11 lei li UUvv \J I JVIJ IJl \J V Cll Ul ilUUvll O 

Xience Drug-Eluting Stent by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories 
Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 - 2)(Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 07/21/2008) 


07/24/2008 


843 


STATEMENT re 842 Notice (Other) Medtronic's Response to Abbott's Submission 

nf f<T)A T pffpy Pm\)if]iviO' Alntif*p nf AnriYn\)nl nf Annnft*? ^Cipvtcp T^riiv-TihitiYio 

\JJ 1 l—Sfl C- 1 1 C / 1 I \J V LiAlf lei i V(7i tLC \JJ JxLsL/f \J V HI- \JJ /l U UKsl I o J\ f IV- C 1SI W-jZ III if I si 

Stent by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 
07/24/2008) 


09/29/2008 


844 


MEMORANDUM OPINION. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 9/26/2008. (nmf) 
(Entered: 09/29/2008) 


09/29/2008 


845 


ORDER denying 725 Motion for a permanent injunction; denying 809 Motion for leave 
to supplement the record and to file evidentiary objections; granting 824 Motion to lift 

thf* ctav r\n rvrnr'PPfltncrc rvn ntatntiflV motion "for n ■nertnanpnt iniiinrtinTV Jind HenviTi0 8^9 

Ulb OKXXy KJLl JJUJ^WtUlll&p \Jl 1 IJlClll ILLLLo lllUtiwll l\Ji. CL L/wlllluliwllL ill) LUlwtlUlJ^ CLLIKX ViVllylllK, \J -J Ji~ 

Motion for leave to file a surrepry to plaintifis 1 motion to lift the stay on proceedings. 
Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 9/26/2008. (nmf) (Entered: 09/29/2008) 


10/02/200© 


846 


NU llCb Ur ArrJcAL to tne rederal Circuit 01 / ly Juagjnent, /l j Judgment. Appeal 
filed by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic 
USA ? Inc.. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/02/2008) 
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10/02/2008 




USC A Appeal Fees received: $ 455, receipt number 153710 re 846 Notice of Appeal 
(Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc. TPO (Federal 
Circuit) issued, (fins) (Entered: 10/02/2008) 


10/02/2008 




CORRECTING ENTRY: The Appeals Fee docket entry has been corrected so that it 
does not have a docket item number associated with it. (fins) (Entered: 10/02/2008) 


10/07/2008 




Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit re 
846 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit), (hr) (Entered: 10/07/2008) 


10/07/2008 




Notification regarding 846 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gunning 
(hr) (Entered: 10/07/2008) 


10/08/2008 


847 


Transcript of telephone conference held on October 15, 2007 before Judge Robinson. 
Court Reporter/Transcriber Valerie Gunning,Telephone number (302) 573-6194. 
Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or purchased through the Court 
Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of Transcript Restriction. After 
that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction Request due 10/29/2008. 
Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 1 1/10/2008. Release of Transcript Restriction set 
for 1/6/2009. (vjg) (Entered: 10/08/2008) 

\ JO/ V / 


10/08/2008 


848 


TRANSCRIPT REQUEST by Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic 
Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc. (Louden, Karen) (Entered: 10/08/2008) 


10/15/2008 


849 


NOTICE OF APPEAL to the Federal Circuit of 845 Order, 844 Memorandum 
Opinion. Appeal filed by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., Abbott Laboratories 
Inc.. (Gaza, Anne) (Entered: 10/15/2008) 


10/15/2008 




APPEAL - Credit Card Payment of $ 455.00 received re 849 Notice of Appeal 
(Federal Circuit) filed by Abbott Laboratories Inc., Abbott Cardiovascular Systems 
Inc.. ( Filing fee $ 455, recent number 031 10000000000506447.) (Gaza, Arme) 
(Entered: 10/15/2008) 


10/17/2008 




Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit re 
849 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit), (hr) (Entered: 10/17/2008) 


10/17/2008 




Notification regarding 849 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) sent to Reporter Gunning 
(hr) (Entered: 10/17/2008) 


10/17/2008 


850 


NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA for the Federal Circuit re 849 
Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by Abbott Laboratories Inc., Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 846 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by 
Medtronic USA, Inc., Medtronic Ave Inc.. USCA Case Number 2009-1014 (lid) 
(Entered: 10/20/2008) 


10/31/2008 


851 


NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA for the Federal Circuit re 849 
Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by Abbott Laboratories Inc., Abbott 
Cardiovascular Systems Inc.. USCA Case Number 2009-1038 (lid) (Entered: 
10/31/2008) 
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11/19/2008 


852 


Joint MOTION Entry of Judgment re 7 1 4 Order, 712 Order on Motion for New Trial, 
Order on Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, 719 Judgment, 845 Order, 713 

Onininn 711 \zfptnnr5inHiirn Onininn - filpH Kv AKHott (~ 1 £irHirvv/5*^r , iil5ir ^vQtpmQ Trip 

\J JJliUUil, /ll IVlClllVJI CUiUUill vyjJUUUll iliCLl Uj r^UUSJll \^<Xl\JLl\J\<Xd^\Mal LJ^oLClllo UlC, 

Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Attachments: # I Text of Proposed Order)(Gaza, Arme) 
(Entered: 11/19/2008) 


11/2 1/2008 


OJJ 


TT rDfrX/l HMT in favor of AhHntt f^ardirwi^nilar ^VQtPiYrct Tup AKhntt T ?iV>fvrs»triripc Tnr 

against Medtronic Ave Inc., Medtronic USA, Inc.. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson 
on 1 1/21/2008. (lid) (Entered: 1 1/21/2008) 


11/21/2008 




CASE CLOSED (lid) (Entered: 1 1/21/2008) 


11/26/2008 


854 


Report to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks for Patent/Trademark 
Number(s) 5,292,331; 5,674,278; 5,514,154; 5,603,721; (lid) (Entered: 11/26/2008) 


07/29/2009 


855 


STIPULATION of Dismissal With Prejudice by Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc., 
Abbott Laboratories Inc.. (Gaza, Arme) (Entered: 07/29/2009) 






^lO Ol^TYFl? V*\ ^- rp ^Itiniiliitinn nfDicmiecfil *T^rvtp P5icp \x/ac p1r\cpH r*n 

kjw v/ lVL/l^J.VLtL-/~ 1C OJJ OLipUlilLlUll Ul l^/lollUoodL JAULt L>CloC Woo IslUoCU \Jll 

1 1/21/2008. Signed by Judge Sue L. Robinson on 7/3 1/2009. (lid) (Entered: 
07/31/2009) 


07/12/2010 


856 


MANDATE of USCA as to 846 Notice of Appeal (Federal Circuit) filed by Medtronic 

USA Tnc Medtronic Ave Tnc X4Q Notice of Anneal ('Federal Circuit^ filed hv Ahhott 
Laboratories Inc., Abbott Cardiovascular Systems Inc. USCA Decision: dismissed, 
(nmf) (Entered: 07/13/2010) 
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261 F.3d 1329, 59 U.S.P.Q.2d 1801 
(Cite as: 261 F.3d 1329) 



H 

United States Court of Appeals, 
Federal Circuit. 
ADVANCED CARDIOVASCULAR SYSTEMS, 
INC. and Guidant Sales Corporation, Plain- 
tiffs-Appellants, 
v. 

SCIMED LIFE SYSTEMS, INC. and Boston Scien- 
tific Corporation, Defendants-Appellees. 

No. 00-1454. 
Aug. 6, 2001. 

Patent assignee brought action against alleged 
infringer relating to flexible coronary stent. The 
United States District Court for the Southern District 
of Indiana, David F. Hamilton , J., granted judgment 
for alleged mfringer. Assignee appealed. The Court of 
Appeals, Schall, Circuit Judge, held that: (1) claim 
terms "connecting elements," "interconnected," 
"connecting members," and "struts for connecting" 
did not require connecting elements to run parallel 
both to each other and to longitudinal axis of stent, and 
(2) phrase "generally parallel connecting elements" in 
claims did not require connecting elements to be 
generally parallel to stent's longitudinal axis. 

Affirmed in part, vacated in part and remanded. 

West Headnotes 

HI Patents 291 €=>226.6 

291 Patents 

291X11 Infringement 

291XIKA) What Constitutes Infringement 
291k226.5 Substantial Identity of Subject 

Matter 

291k226.6 k. Comparison with claims of 
patent. Most Cited Cases 

Determination of a claim of infringement in- 
volves a two step inquiry: first, the claims are con- 
strued, a question of law in which the scope of the 
asserted claims is defined, and second, the claims, as 
construed, are compared to the accused device. 



12] Patents 291 €^>312(1.1) 

291 Patents 

291X11 Infringement 
291XIKB) Actions 
291k312 Evidence 

291k312(l) Presumptions and Burden of 

Proof 

291k312fl.n k. In general. Most 

Cited Cases 

Patents 291 €=>312(3.1) 

291 Patents 

291X11 Infringement 
291XIKB) Actions 
291k312 Evidence 

291k312(3) Weight and Sufficiency 
291k312(3.n k. In general. Most 

Cited Cases 

To prevail on a claim of patent infringement, the 
plaintiff must establish by a preponderance of the 
evidence that the accused device infringes one or more 
claims of the patent either literally or under the doc- 
trine of equivalents. 

131 Patents 291 €=^167(1.1) 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291IX(B) Limitation of Claims 

291kl67 Specifications, Drawings, and 

Models 

291kl67(l.l) k. Specification as limit- 
ing or enlarging claims. Most Cited Cases 

Patents 291 €^167(1.2) 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

2911X03) Limitation of Claims 

291kl67 Specifications, Drawings, and 
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261 F.3d 1329, 59 U.S.P.Q.2d 1801 
(Cite as: 261 F.3d 1329) 

Models 

291kl67(1.2) k. Effect of drawings. 
Most Cited Cases 

Patents 291 €=>168(2.1) 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291IX0B) Limitation of Claims 

291kl68 Proceedings in Patent Office in 

General 

291kl68(2) Rejection and Amendment 

of Claims 

291kl68(2.1) k. In general. Most 

Cited Cases 

Claim terms "connecting elements," "intercon- 
nected," "connecting members," and "struts for con- 
necting" did not require connecting elements to run 
parallel both to each other and to longitudinal axis of 
stent, for purpose of patent infringement lawsuit re- 
lating to flexible coronary stent; although all of the 
drawings in asserted patents depicted connecting 
elements in parallel alignment both with each other 
and stent's longitudinal axis, drawings did not require 
such limitation and neither did patents' claims, speci- 
fications, or prosecution history. 

]41 Patents 291 €=>167(1) 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291 DOB) Limitation of Claims 

291kl67 Specifications, Drawings, and 

Models 

291kl67(l) k. In general. Most Cited 

Cases 

Patents 291 €^167(1.1) 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291IX(B) Limitation of Claims 

291kl67 Specifications, Drawings, and 

Models 

291kl67(l.l) k. Specification as limit- 
ing or enlarging claims. Most Cited Cases 



Patent claims are to be interpreted in light of the 
specification and with a view to ascertaining the in- 
vention, but it does not follow that limitations from the 
specification may be read into the claims. 

151 Patents 291 €=^168(2.1) 

291 Patents 

291DC Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291DOB) Limitation of Claims 

291kl68 Proceedings in Patent Office in 

General 

291kl68(2) Rejection and Amendment 

of Claims 

291kl68(2.D k. In general. Most 

Cited Cases 

A patent's prosecution history is often of critical 
significance in determining the meaning of the claims 
since it may be used to determine the scope and 
meaning of the claims 

M Patents 291 €^>159 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291IX(A) In General 

291kl59 k. Extrinsic evidence in general. 
Most Cited Cases 

Extrinsic evidence was required to construe 
phrase "generally parallel connecting elements" as to 
whether connecting elements were required to be 
generally parallel to stent's longitudinal axis, for 
purpose of patent claims relating to flexible coronary 
stent; particular way in which claims required con- 
necting elements to be generally parallel to each other 
was unclear, based solely on intrinsic evidence of 
record. 

121 Patents 291 €^159 

291 Patents 

291 IX Construction and Operation of Letters 
Patent 

291IX(A) In General 

291kl59 k. Extrinsic evidence in general. 
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(Cite as: 261 F.3d 1329) 

Most Cited Cases 

When intrinsic evidence is insufficient to enable 
the court to determine the meaning of a patent's as- 
serted claims, resort may be had to extrinsic evidence. 

Patents 291 €=>328(2) 

291 Patents 

291 XIII Decisions on the Validity, Construction, 
and Infringement of Particular Patents 
291k328 Patents Enumerated 

291k328(2) k. Original utility. Most Cited 

Cases 

5.421.955 . 5.514.154 . 5.603,721 . 5.728.158 , 
5,735,893 . Construing. 

*1330 Richard A. Bardin , Fulwider Patton Lee & 
Utecht, LLP, of Los Angeles, CA, argued for plain- 
tiffs-appellants. With him on the brief were Craig B. 
Bailey and James Juo. Of counsel on the brief were 
Harvey Kurzweil , Clark E. Walter , Aldo A. Badini . 
and Bradford J. Badke , Dewey Ballantine LLP, of 
New York, NY. 

*1331 Walter E. Hanlev. Jr. Kenvon & Kenyon, of 
New York, NY, argued for defendants-appellees. 
With him on the brief were Charles R. Brainard , 
Douglas E. Ringel , and Reem F. Jishi . Of counsel 
were Paul H. Heller , of New York, NY; and Mark 
Michael Supko . of Washington, DC. 

Before MICHEL , Circuit Judge, ARCHER , Senior 
Circuit Judge, and SCHALL , Circuit Judge. 

SCHALL , Circuit Judge. 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. and 
Guidant Sales Corp. (collectively, "ACS") appeal the 
decision of the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Indiana granting summary 
judgment in favor of Scimed Life Systems, Inc. and 
Boston Scientific Corporation (collectively, "Scimed") 
in ACS's suit against Scimed for patent infringement. 
Adv. Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. Scimed Life Sys., Inc., 
No. 98-1108 (S.D. Ind. June 28, 2000) ("Adv. Car- 
diovascular IV"). The district court ruled that Scimed 
was entitled to summary judgment that it did not in- 
fringe the asserted claims of United States Patent Nos. 
5.421.955 (the "'955 patent"). 5.514.154 (the "'154 



patent") . 5.603.721 (the "721 patent") . 5.728,158 (the 
"'158 patent"), and 5,735,893 (the "'893 patent") . Id. 
The patents at issue relate to a flexible coronary stent 
that is adapted to be placed in a patient's blood vessel, 
expand, and then stay expanded, thereby keeping the 
involved segment of the vessel open. The asserted 
claims are directed to the stent , methods for using the 
stent , and a process for making the stent . 

We vacate the district court's grant of summary 
judgment of non-mfringement with respect to claims 
11 and 12 of the ' 955 patent , claims 1-4, 9, and 23 of 
the ' 154 patent , claims 1-4 of the ' 721 patent , and 
claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, and 11-13 of the ' 158 patent , be- 
cause the grant of summary judgment was based on an 
erroneous construction of the term "connecting ele- 
ments," and the similar terms "interconnected," 
"connecting members," and "struts for connecting." 
The court erred in construing these terms as requiring 
that the stent's connecting elements be parallel both to 
each other and to the longitudinal axis of the stent . We 
also vacate the district court's grant of summary 
judgment of non-infringement with respect to claims 
12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 patent . We do so 
because the court erred in construing the phrase 
"generally parallel connecting elements" to require the 
connecting elements to be generally parallel to the 
stent's longitudinal axis, and because it is unclear, 
from the intrinsic evidence, under what frame of ref- 
erence the claims require the connecting elements to 
be generally parallel to each other. We affirm, how- 
ever, the district court's grant of summary judgment of 
non-infringement with respect to claims 10 and 21 of 
the ' 154 patent , claims 14-16, 19, and 20 of the ' 158 
patent , and claims 1, 2, and 4-13 of the ' 893 patent . 
The case is remanded to the district court for further 
proceedings. 

BACKGROUND 
I. 

The '955, '154, 721, '158, and ' 893 patents all are 
assigned to ACS. Each patent relates back to two 
original abandoned applications, Application No. 
07/783,558 (the "'558 application"), filed on October 
28, 1991, and Application No. 08/164,986 (the "'986 
application"), filed on December 9, 1993. Since they 
all are related to the '558 and '986 applications, the 
patents have similar specifications and drawings. 

The ' 154 patent' s specification and drawings are 
representative of the specifications and drawings of all 
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of the patents in suit. The ' 154 patent is directed to "an free passage through a vessel in which the invention is 

expandable stent which is relatively flexible*1332 implanted. ' 154 patent col. h 11. 53-58. The stent 10 is 

along its longitudinal axis to facilitate delivery depicted below in Figures 3 and 4 of the ' 154 patent , 

through [a blood vessel], but which is stiff and stable 
enough radially in an expanded condition to maintain" 




Figure 3 shows the stent 1 0 inside an artery \ 5.Id. 
at col. 5, 11. 1 1-28. The specification describes stent 10 
as having a "plurality of radially expandable cylin- 
drical elements," identified as 12 in Figures 3 and 4, 
that can each "expand and ... flex relative to one an- 
other." IcL at col. 1, 11. 59-62. "Interconnecting ele- 
ments or struts," also called "connecting elements" 
and identified as 13 in Figures 3 and 4, "extend ... 
between adjacent cylindrical elements" and "provide 
increased stability and a preferable position to prevent 
warping of the stent upon the expansion thereof." M 
at col. 1, 1. 65-col. 2, 1. 1. The stent is placed on a 
balloon or other expandable member. Thereafter, once 
the stent is placed at the desired location in a blood 
vessel, the balloon is inflated, the stent expands, and 
the balloon is removed, leaving the stent in its ex- 
panded state, against the blood vessel's walls 15, as 
shown in Figure 3. M at col. 4, 1. 57-col. 5, 1. 10. 

The ' 154 patent notes that "[preferably, all of the 
interconnecting elements of the stent are joined at 
either the peaks or the valleys of the undulating 
structure of the cylindrical elements.... In this manner 
there is no shortening of the stent upon expansion." IcL 
at col. 2, 1. 67-coL 3, 1. 4; see also id_ at col. 5, 11. 42-51. 



This configuration is demonstrated in Figures 3 and 4 
of the ' 154 patent shown above. 

Claim 1 of the ' 154 patent is directed to the stent 
itself, and is representative of the apparatus claims 
asserted by ACS. Claim 1 reads: 

1 . A longitudinally flexible stent for implanting in 
a body lumen, comprising: 

a plurality of cylindrical elements which are inde- 
pendently expandable in the radial direction and 
which are interconnected* 1333 so as to be generally 
aligned on a common longitudinal axis; 

a plurality of connecting elements for intercon- 
necting said cylindrical elements, said connecting 
elements configured to interconnect only said cy- 
lindrical elements that are adjacent to each other; 
and 

an outer wall surface on said cylindrical elements, 
said outer wall surface being smooth prior to ex- 
pansion of said stent and forming a plurality of 
outwardly projecting edges which form as said stent 
is expanded radially outwardly from a first diameter 
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to a second, enlarged diameter. 

Id at col. 8, 11. 36-52. Independent claim 12 dif- 
fers from claim 1, describing "a plurality of generally 
parallel connecting elements...." Id at col. 9, 1. 28 
(emphasis added). 

The ' 154 patent is a descendant of the '558 ap- 
plication. The '558 application included claims di- 
rected to an expandable, flexible stent , a method of 
using the stent , a process for making the stent , and a 
kit that included the stent . Some of the '558 applica- 
tion's claims were rejected as being anticipated by 
United States Patent No. 5,102,417 , which was issued 
to Julio C. Palmaz (the "Palmaz ' 417 patent") . The 
'558 application's claims were amended in response to 
the rejection, but the examiner maintained his rejec- 
tion based on the Palmaz ' 417 patent . 

The '986 application was filed as a continuation of 
the '558 application. Eventually, a preliminary 
amendment to the '986 application was filed, amend- 
ing certain claims of the application to recite "a plu- 
rality of generally parallel connecting elements for 
interconnecting said cylindrical elements (em- 
phasis added). The inventors argued that the amended 
claims were patentable over the Palmaz ' 417 patent . 
The examiner maintained his rejection, however. The 
' 154 patent then was filed as a continuation-in-part of 
the ' 986 application, and the '986 application was 
abandoned. The ' 154 patent' s claims, directed to an 
expandable, flexible stent , were allowed. Most of the 
asserted claims of the ' 154 patent , such as independent 
claim 1 , simply recite "connecting elements," see ' 154 
patent , col. 8, 11. 36, 52, while other asserted claims, 
independent claim 12 for example, recite "generally 
parallel connecting elements," see id at col. 9, 11. 
23-33. 

The ' 955 patent was filed as a continuation of the 
'558 application, and the '558 application then was 
abandoned. The ' 955 patent' s claims are directed to a 
process for making the expandable, flexible stent .— 
Claims 11 and 12 of the ' 955 patent , the asserted 
claims, describe the claimed cylindrical elements as 
being "interconnected," but do not expressly describe 
the interconnections as being "parallel." ' 955 patent . 



col. 8, 1. 57-col. 9,1. 10. 

FN1. The ' 955 patent was subject to a re- 
examination, but the two claims asserted by 
ACS in this case, claims 1 1 and 12, were al- 
lowed, unamended, at the conclusion of the 
reexamination. 

The ' 721 patent was filed as a divisional of the 
' 154 patent ; it claims a method for using the expand- 
able, flexible stent . The asserted claims of the 721 
patent describe the stent as having cylindrical ele- 
ments that are "interconnected." However, like the 
asserted claims of the ' 955 patent , they do not state that 
the interconnections are "parallel " 721 patent col. 8, 
1. 33-col. 10, 1. 6. 

The ' 158 patent was filed as a divisional of the 
721 patent ; its claims are directed to an expandable, 
flexible stent . Most of the ' 158 patent claims that ACS 
asserts against Scimed recite a "longitudinally flexible 
stent " that has a "plurality of connecting elements." 
' 158 patent , col. 8, 1. 47-col. 10, 1. 52. Asserted de- 
pendent *1334 claim 2, however, recites a stent in 
claim 1 "wherein said connecting elements are gen- 
erally parallel to each other," id at col. 8, 11. 64-65. At 
the same time, claim 4, which also depends from claim 
1 but is not asserted, describes a stent "wherein said 
connecting elements are generally parallel to the 
common longitudinal axis of said cylindrical ele- 
ments," id at col 9, 11. 1-3. 

The ' 893 patent was filed as a divisional of the 
721 patent ; its claims are directed to an expandable, 
flexible stent . The ' 893 patent' s claims recite "con- 
necting members" or "struts for connecting" that join 
the stent's cylindrical elements. ' 893 patent , col. 8, 1. 
32-col. 10, 1. 19. None of the asserted claims of the 
' 893 patent modify these terms with the phrase "gen- 
erally parallel." Id 

The accused device that is made by Scimed, the 
NIR stent , is an expandable, flexible coronary stent . 
The NIR stent is shown below. 
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Relevant to the district court's grant of summary 
judgment of non-infringement, the NIR stent's con- 
necting elements are not straight, such as those seen in 
Figures 3 and 4 of the ' 154 patent but curved vertical 
loops or U's. These curved connecting elements attach 
to the peaks or valleys of the horizontal loops that 
comprise the body of the NIR stent . 

II. 

In the district court, ACS alleged that Scimed in- 
fringed claims 1 1 and 12 of the ' 955 patent , claims 1-4, 
9, 10, 12-15, 17, 18, 20, 21, and 23 of the 1 154 patent 
claims 1-4 of the ' 72 1 patent , claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 11-16, 
19, and 20 of the ' 158 patent and claims 1, 2, and 4-13 
of the ' 893 patent by manufacturing and selling its NIR 
stent . The parties first asked the court to construe 
certain terms in the asserted claims. In response, the 
court construed the asserted claims, adopting ACS's 
proposed construction of "connecting element," con- 
struing the term to mean "an element of the stent that 
connects adjacent cylindrical elements." Adv. Car- 
diovascular Sys., Inc. v. Scimed Life Sys., Inc., No. 
98-1108, slip op. at 16-17 (S.D.Ind. Oct 15, 1999) 
("Adv. Cardiovascular I "). The court construed the 
phrase "generally parallel connecting elements" in 
independent claim 12 of the ' 154 patent to mean that 
the connecting elements must be parallel both to each 
other and to the stent's longitudinal axis. Id. at 25-27. 
In addition, the court determined that dependent claim 
2 of the ' 158 patent explicitly required the connecting 
elements to be generally parallel to each other. Id. at 
26-27. Finally, the court construed the phrase "[a] 
plurality of outwardly projecting edges" in claims 1 
and 23 of the ' 154 patent and similar phrases in claim 
1 of the ' 721 patent and claims 1 and 14 of the ' 158 
patent to mean "a number of U-, W-, and Y-shaped 
members of the cylindrical elements." — Id. at 23-24. 

FN2. ACS argues that the district court's 
construction of "projecting edges" is erro- 
neous. However, the construction of this term 
did not form the basis for any judgment of 
non-infringement by the district court. Since 
this claim construction is irrelevant to the 
judgment that is on appeal, we will not ad- 
dress whether the construction was correct. 
See Phonometrics, Inc. v. TV. Telecom Inc., 
133 F.3d 1459. 1464. 45 USPQ2d 1421. 
1425 (Ted.Cir.1998) (noting that any con- 
struction, by a district court or this court, of a 



claim term that is not at issue is "merely 
dictum, and therefore has no issue preclusive 
effect"). 

*1335 Scimed then moved for a supplemental 
claim construction, asking, in part, that the district 
court limit the term "connecting element" in the as- 
serted claims to a "connector that is generally parallel 
to the longitudinal axis of the stent ." Adv. Cardio- 
vascular Sys., Inc. v. Scimed Life Sys., Inc., No. 
98-1 108, slip op. at 1-2 (S.D.Ind. Feb. 9, 2000) ("Adv. 
Cardiovascular II "). The district court granted the 
request and adopted Scimed's proposed construction, 
focusing on statements by the inventors during 
prosecution relating to the Palmaz ' 417 patent . Id. at 
4-5. The court also noted that "if the connecting ele- 
ments claimed in the [asserted patents] must all be 
generally parallel to the longitudinal axis, they should 
all be generally parallel to each other." Id. at 5 n. 2. 
We interpret mis footnote to mean that the district 
court construed the term "connecting element" to 
require the connecting elements to be generally par- 
allel both to each other and to the longitudinal axis of 
the stent . 



Scimed then moved for summary judgment of 
non-infringement with respect to the asserted claims. 
In due course, the district court granted summary 
judgment of non-infringement, either literal or by 
equivalents, of claims 12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 
patent on the ground that the NIR stent did not have 
connecting elements that were "generally parallel," as 
required by the claims. Adv. Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. 
v. Scimed Life Sys., Inc., No. 98-1 108, slip op. at 7-12 
(S.D.Ind. Feb. 9, 2000) ("Adv. Cardiovascular III "). 
The court noted that the connecting elements of the 
NIR stent were not generally parallel to each other, 
because, when the curved or U shaped connecting 
elements on opposite sides of the NIR stent were 
compared, they were "not aligned in the same man- 
ner." Id. at 8. Rather, they were seen to "run in oppo- 
site directions, like, as defendants put it, a smile and a 
frown." Id. The court also noted that the NIR stent's 
connecting elements were not generally parallel to the 
stent's longitudinal axis because they were curved and 
therefore could not be parallel to that axis. Id. at 9-10. 
The court stated that ACS had failed to present any 
evidence explaining how the NIR stent's connecting 
elements, which were non-parallel, were equivalent to 
the claimed "generally parallel connecting elements." 
Id. at 10-12. Concluding, based on the NIR stent's lack 
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of substantially U-shaped members, that the NIR stent 
also did not fall within the scope of the ' 893 patent' s 
claims, the court granted summary judgment of no 
literal infringement, or infringement under the doc- 
trine of equivalents, of claims 1, 2, and 4-13 of the 
' 893 patent in favor of Scimed.— Id. at 16-17. The 
court also granted summary judgment of 
non-infringement of claims 10 and 21 of the ' 154 
patent , which require the stent to be formed of a single 
piece of tubing, and claims 14-16, 19, and 20 of the 
' 158 patent which require the stent's cylindrical ele- 
ments to have "a width," id. at 17, because, as the 
district court noted, ACS represented to the court that 
it would not assert infringement of those claim limi- 
tations, id. at 3. FN4 

FN3. ACS does not appeal the grant of 
summary judgment relating to the ' 893 patent . 
Accordingly, the district court's judgment of 
non-infringement of claims 1,2, and 4-13 of 
the ' 893 patent , the asserted claims of that 
patent, is left undisturbed. 

FN4. ACS does not appeal this finding. Ac- 
cordingly, the district court's judgment of 
non-infringement of claims 10 and 21 of the 
' 154 patent and claims 14-16, 19, and 20 of 
the ' 158 patent also is left undisturbed. 

ACS then asked the district court to reconsider its 
construction of "connecting elements," while Scimed 
requested that the court, based upon its construction of 
"connecting elements," grant summary judgment of 
non-infringement of all of the *1336 claims asserted 
by ACS. The district court denied ACS's motion for 
reconsideration, reaffirming its construction of "con- 
necting elements. "Adv. Cardiovascular IV, slip op. at 

7- 8. In so doing, the court pointed to the fact that the 
only embodiment in the asserted patents depicts the 
connecting elements as generally parallel to the stent's 
longitudinal axis. Id. The district court also based its 
construction on statements made by the inventors 
regarding the Palmaz ' 417 patent during the prosecu- 
tion of the '986 application, concluding that the in- 
ventors described their invention, not just the claims 
of the '986 application, as superior to the Palmaz '417 
patent because it had connecting elements that were 
generally parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis. Id. at 

8- 10. The court applied its construction of connecting 
elements to the term "interconnected" in the '955 and 
721 patents, and to the terms "connecting members" 



and "struts for connecting" in the ' 893 patent because 
all of those terms refer to the means for connecting the 
described stent's cylindrical elements. Id. at 10-11. 

Based on its construction of the term "connecting 
elements," the district court granted Scimed's motion 
for summary judgment, finding that the NIR stent did 
not infringe, either literally or under the doctrine of 
equivalents, any of the asserted claims because the 
stent's connecting elements are not generally parallel 
both to each other and the stent's longitudinal axis. Id. 
at 11-12. The court therefore entered judgment in 
favor of Scimed. ACS now appeals. We have juris- 
diction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1295(a)(1) (1994). 

DISCUSSION 
L 

Summary judgment "shall be rendered forthwith 
if the pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogato- 
ries, and admissions on file, together with the affida- 
vits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to 
any material fact and that the moving party is entitled 
to judgment as a matter of law." Fed.R.Civ.P. 56(c) ; 
see also Vivid Techs., Inc. v. Am. Sci. & Eng'g, Inc., 
200 F.3d 795, 806-07, 53 USPQ2d 1289, 1297 
(Fed.Cir.1999) ; Wolf v. Northwest Ind. Symphony 
Soc'v. 250 F.3d 1 136, 1 141 (7th Cir.2001) . We review 
a grant of summary judgment without deference. 
Conwy v. Reebok Int'l. Ltd.. 14 F.3d 1570, 1575, 29 
USPQ2d 1373, 1377 (Fed.Cir.1994) . In addition, we 
must, as the district court was required to do, draw all 
reasonable factual inferences in favor of the non- 
movant. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 
255, 106 S.Ct. 2505, 91 L.Ed.2d 202 (1986) ; 
Semiconductor Energy Lab. Co. v. Samsung Elecs. 
Co.. 204 F.3d 1368, 1378. 54 USPQ2d 1001, 1008 
(Fed.Cir.2000) . 

£1J[2] Determination of a claim of infringement 
involves a two step inquiry. First, the claims are con- 
strued, a question of law in which the scope of the 
asserted claims is defined. Cvbor Corp. v. FAS Techs., 
Inc., 138 F.3d 1448. 1454-56. 46 USPQ2d 1169. 
1172-74 (Fed.Cir.1998) (en banc). Second, the claims, 
as construed, are compared to the accused device. Id. 
This is a question of fact. WMS Gaming, Inc. v. Int'l 
Game Tech.. 184 F.3d 1339. 1346. 51 USPQ2d 1385, 
1389 (Fed.Cir.1999) . To prevail, the plaintiff must 
establish by a preponderance of the evidence that the 
accused device infringes one or more claims of the 
patent either literally or under the doctrine of equiva- 
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lents. Id. 

II. 

[3] We address first the parties' contentions with 
respect to the remaining asserted claims that do not 
have any reference to a parallel relationship as far as 
the "connecting elements" are concerned. Those 
claims are claims 1 1 and 12 of the ' 955 patent , claims 
1-4, 9, and 23 of the *1337 ' 154 patent claims 1-4 of 
the 721 patent and claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, and 11-13 of 
the ' 158 patent .— As seen above, the district court 
construed the term "connecting elements" in the '154 
and ' 158 patents to require the connecting elements to 
be generally parallel both to each other and to the 
longitudinal axis of the stent . Adv. Cardiovascular III 
slip op. at 5-6. The court applied this construction to 
the term "interconnected" in the asserted claims of the 
'955 and ' 721 patents and to the terms "connecting 
members" and "struts for connecting" in the ' 893 
patent .— Adv. Cardiovascular IV, slip op. at 8-9. 
Based on this construction, the district court con- 
cluded that the NIR stent did not infringe any of the 
asserted claims because the NIR stent's connecting 
elements were not parallel both to each other and to 
the stent's longitudinal axis. Id. at 1 1-12. 

FN5. We note that claim 2 of the ' 158 patent 
specifically requires the connecting elements 
be "generally parallel to each other." ' 158 
patent , col. 8, 11. 64-65. However, the district 
court granted summary judgment of 
non-infringement of this claim based on its 
construction of the term "connecting ele- 
ments" alone. Adv. Cardiovascular IV, slip 
op. at 11-12. Therefore, we will handle 
summary judgment of non-infringement of 
claim 2 of the ' 158 patent in this part of the 
opinion, which discusses the construction of 
"connecting elements" and the grant of 
summary judgment based on the construction 
of that term. 

FN6. As noted above, ACS does not appeal 
the grant of summary judgment of 
non-infringement relating to the ' 893 patent . 

ACS argues that the district court erred in its 
claim construction. It asserts that none of the asserted 
patents ascribe any significance to the orientation of 
the claimed connecting elements in relation to each 
other or to the stent's longitudinal axis. ACS notes that 



the phrase "generally parallel" appears nowhere in the 
specification, and only appears in some of the asserted 
claims, specifically independent claim 12, and de- 
pendent claims 13-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 patent 
and dependent claim 2 of the ' 158 patent . ACS points 
out that only the drawings of the asserted patents show 
the connecting elements generally parallel both to 
each other and the stent's longitudinal axis, and it 
contends that such a limitation, that only appears in 
the drawings, should not be read into the claims. ACS 
also contends that the district court gave too much 
weight to statements made during the prosecution of 
the '986 application because the '986 application spe- 
cifically claimed "generally parallel connecting ele- 
ments." 

Scimed responds that the district court's claim 
construction was proper. Scimed argues that the only 
embodiments disclosed in the asserted patents depict 
the connecting elements in parallel alignment both 
with each other and with the stent's longitudinal axis. 
Scimed also argues that the asserted patents empha- 
size the longitudinal orientation of the connecting 
elements and the fact that this orientation prevents 
shortening and deformation of the stent upon expan- 
sion. In light of these teachings in the specification, 
Scimed asserts, the district court properly limited the 
described connecting elements to connecting elements 
that are generally parallel both to each other and to the 
stent's longitudinal axis. Scimed also argues that the 
inventors expressly disclaimed non-parallel connect- 
ing elements during prosecution by indicating that the 
"invention," not just the claims in the '986 application, 
was distinguishable from the Palmaz ' 417 patent be- 
cause the Palmaz ' 4 1 7 patent disclosed connectors that 
were not parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis and 
therefore deformed upon expansion. 

We agree with ACS that the district court erred in 
construing "connecting elements" and the similar 
terms "interconnected," "connecting members," and 
*1338 "struts for connecting" by requiring the stent's 
connecting elements to be generally parallel both to 
each other and to the stent's longitudinal axis. We 
reach this conclusion based on the intrinsic evidence 
of record-the claims, the specification, and the 
prosecution history, Vitronics Corp. v. Conceptronic, 
Inc.. 90 F.3d 1576, 1582, 39 USPQ2d 1573, 1576 
(Fed.Cir.1996) . 

We begin our analysis with the claim language. 
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Pitney Bowes. Inc. v. Hewlett-Packard Co.. 182 F.3d 
1298. 1305. 51 USP02d 116K 1165 (Ted.Cir.1999) 
( "The starting point for any claim construction must 
be the claims themselves."). In that regard, none of the 
claims presently under discussion require the recited 
"connecting elements," "interconnected" members, 
"connecting members," or "struts for connecting," to 
be "generally parallel" both to each other and to the 
stent's longitudinal axis. For example, independent 
claim 1 of the ' 154 patent simply recites "a plurality of 
connecting elements." ' 154 patent , col. 8, 1. 43. The 
claim continues, indicating that the connecting ele- 
ments are "configured to interconnect only said cy- 
lindrical elements that are adjacent to each other...." 
Id., col. 8, 11. 44-46. The claim has no other express 
structural limitations on the claimed connecting ele- 
ments. In contrast, independent claim 12 of the '154 
patent , which is discussed in Part III below, recites "a 
plurality of generally parallel connecting elements...." 
Id., col. 9, 1. 28 (emphasis added). Claim 12's language 
includes an express limitation on the described con- 
necting elements, that they be generally parallel. 
Based on the claim language alone, the term "con- 
necting elements," and the terms "interconnected," 
"connecting members," and "struts for connecting," 
are not limited to those connectors that parallel each 
other and the stent's longitudinal axis. 

[4] The specification further supports not requir- 
ing the connecting elements described in the asserted 
claims to be generally parallel both to each other and 
to the stent's longitudinal axis. "Claims must be read 
in view of the specification, of which they are a part." 
Markman v, Westview Instruments. Inc., 52 F.3d 967. 
979. 34 USPQ2d 1321. 1329 flFed.Cir.1995) . affd, 
517 U.S. 370. 116 S.Ct. 1384. 134 L.Ed.2d 577. 38 
USPQ2d 1461 (1996) . However, "[w]hile it is true 
that claims are to be interpreted in light of the speci- 
fication and with a view to ascertaining the invention, 
it does not follow that limitations from the specifica- 
tion may be read into the claims...." Siolund v. 
Musland. 847 F.2d 1573. 1581. 6 USPQ2d 2020. 2027 
(Fed.Cir.1988) . Here, the specification does not re- 
quire the connecting elements be parallel to each other 
and to the stent's longitudinal axis. Scimed admits that 
the phrase "generally parallel" only appears in the 
patents in suit when it is used in a particular claim. At 
the same time, the specifications of the asserted pat- 
ents do not discuss the orientation of the connecting 
elements in relation to each other or to the longitudinal 
axis of the described stent . Looking at the ' 154 patent 
for example, the specification's only discussion of the 



connecting elements' orientation states that the con- 
necting elements are "disposed between adjacent 
cylindrical elements," ' 154 patent , col. 4, 11. 25-26, and 
that this adjacent placement "prevents shortening of 
the stent during the expansion thereof," id at col. 5, 11. 
50-51. See also id_ at col 3, 11. 1-4 (noting that the 
connecting elements should be joined at "either the 
peaks or the valleys of the undulating structure of the 
cylindrical elements.... In this manner there is no 
shortening of the stent upon expansion."). The speci- 
fication's only other discussion of the connecting 
elements' orientation indicates that it is preferred to 
place them "on one side of the *1339 cylindrical 
element 12 ... to achieve maximum flexibility for a 
stent ." Id at col. 5, 11. 34-37. Contrary to Scimed's 
assertions, none of the specifications of the asserted 
patents teach that the connecting elements must be 
parallel both to each other and to the stent's longitu- 
dinal axis in order to prevent the shortening of the 
stent when the stent is expanded. As noted above, the 
specifications teach that it is the attachment of the 
connecting elements to either the peaks or the valleys 
of the cylindrical elements, as demonstrated in Figures 
3 and 4 of the ' 154 patent , not the parallel placement of 
the connecting elements, that prevents shortening 
upon the stent's expansion. 

Scimed correctly notes that all of the drawings in 
the asserted patents depict the connecting elements in 
parallel alignment both with each other and the stent's 
longitudinal axis. However, this fact, by itself, does 
not support adding such a limitation to the claims. See 
Johnson Worldwide Assoc., Inc. v. Zebco Corp.. 175 
F.3d 985. 992. 50 USPQ2d 1607. 1612 (Fed.Cir.1999) 
(noting that "mere inferences drawn from the de- 
scription of an embodiment of the invention cannot 
limit claim terms"). Without a "generally parallel" 
limitation in the claim or a discussion in the specifi- 
cation about the claimed connecting elements being 
generally parallel both to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis, the drawings' depiction of the con- 
necting elements in parallel relationship both with 
each other and the stent's longitudinal axis can not 
support the conclusion that such a limitation exists. 
Since nothing in the specification assigns significance 
to the fact that the drawings align the connecting 
elements parallel both to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis, we will not allow this aspect of the 
drawings to be imported into the claims as a limitation. 
See, e.g., Kraft Foods. Inc. v. InVl Trading Co.. 203 
F.3d 1362. 1367-69. 53 USPQ2d 1814. 1818-19 
(Fed.Cir.20Q0) (indicating that the claim term "pro- 
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tecting back panel" was limited to a "relatively stiff' 
panel because, in addition to other intrinsic evidence, 
the specification's text described the back panel in the 
patent's drawings as being "constructed of a relatively 
stiff material"); Toro Co. v. White Consol Indus \ Inc.. 
199 F.3d 1295, 1300-02, 53 USPQ2d 1065. 1069-70 
fFed.Cir.1999) (construing the claim term "including" 
to mean "part of and "permanently attached" because, 
in addition to the patent's drawings, the specification's 
text stressed that the claimed vacuum/blower's flow 
restriction ring was part of and attached to the inven- 
tion's air inlet cover); Wang Labs.. Inc. v. Am. Online, 
Inc.. 197 F.3d 1377, 1382-83. 53 USPQ2d 1161. 
1164-65 (Fed.Cir.1999) (noting that the claims were 
limited to a character-based protocol because of the 
express teachings of such a protocol in both the pat- 
ent's specification and the drawings). In this case, the 
specifications only discuss the orientation of the 
connecting elements in relation to the cylindrical 
elements, not to other connecting elements or the 
stent's longitudinal axis. Therefore, although the 
drawings show the connecting elements parallel both 
to each other and to the stent's longitudinal axis, the 
drawings do not require limiting the claimed con- 
necting elements to a configuration in which they are 
in parallel alignment both with each other and with the 
stent's longitudinal axis. 

r51T61 Finally, we note that the prosecution his- 
tory supports a claim construction that does not re- 
quire that the recited "connecting elements" be gen- 
erally parallel both to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis. The prosecution history "is often of 
critical significance in determining the meaning of the 
claims," Vitwnics. 90 F.3d at 1582-83. 39 USP02d at 
1577. since it may be used to determine the scope and 
meaning of the claims, *1340 Alpex Computer Corp. v. 
Nintendo Co.. 102F.3d 1214. 1220.40USPO2d 1667. 
167HFed.Cir.1996) . 

The prosecution history does not support the dis- 
trict court's claim construction. In prosecuting the '986 
application, the inventors argued that, in contrast to 
the Palmaz ' 417 patent' s non-parallel connecting 
members, "the independent claims of the present in- 
vention recite a plurality of generally parallel con- 
necting elements." However, when making this ar- 
gument, the inventors were referring to the specific 
language in the '986 application's claims, language 
that recited "a plurality of generally parallel con- 
necting elements," to distinguish the '986 application 



from the Palmaz ' 417 patent . As discussed below in 
Part III, this language appears in other asserted claims 
of the ' 154 patent , specifically claims 12-15, 17, 18, 
and 20. The inventors explicitly limited their argu- 
ments to the '986 application's claims that recite 
"generally parallel connecting elements," not to 
claims that only recite "connecting elements." 
Therefore, the arguments do not apply to the inven- 
tion's connecting elements in general, but only to 
connecting elements that are described, in the claims, 
as "generally parallel," 

Scimed, however, points to statements that the 
inventors made that allegedly applied to their inven- 
tion in general and that, therefore, were not exclusive 
to the '986 application's claim language. In distin- 
guishing the Palmaz ' 417 patent , the inventors stated: 

Moreover, Applicants' invention is superior to the 
stent disclosed in the Palmaz patent from a func- 
tional standpoint. As is clearly shown in Figs. 7 and 
10 of the '417 Palmaz patent, due to its construction, 
upon expansion, the stent will substantially shorten 
as the slotted members of the stent body expand. 
Further, connecting members 100 and 102 deform 
upon expansion, as depicted in Figure 10, which 
adds to the shortening of the stent .... 

The problem of stent shortening as taught by 
Palmaz has been solved by Applicants' invention 
due to its novel structure. The connecting elements 
of Applicants' invention are configured to "inter- 
connect only said cylindrical elements that are ad- 
jacent to each other." Accordingly, as Applicants' 
stent is expanded from its first configuration to a 
larger configuration, the stent will not appreciably 
shorten.... 

We reject Scimed's argument. Even if these 
statements could apply to the claims that are now at 
issue, the inventors argued that their invention's 
structure was superior to the Palmaz ' 417 patent be- 
cause the Palmaz ' 417 patent allowed substantial 
shortening upon expansion while "[t]he connecting 
elements of [the inventors'] invention are configured 
to 'interconnect only said cylindrical elements that are 
adjacent to each other.' Accordingly, as [the inventors'] 
stent is expanded from its first configuration to a lar- 
ger configuration, the stent will not appreciably 
shorten." The inventors thus argued that their inven- 
tion was superior to the Palmaz ' 417 patent because it 
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configured the connecting elements to join adjacent 
cylindrical elements. The inventors did not argue that 
their invention was superior because its connecting 
elements were parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis. 
Finally, even if parts of the '986 application's prose- 
cution history could be viewed as applying to asserted 
claims that do not explicitly describe "generally par- 
allel connecting elements," the prosecution history 
does not support the district court's claim construction. 
As discussed below in Part III, nowhere in the 
prosecution history did the inventors indicate that their 
invention, in general, required that the connecting 
elements be parallel to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis. 

*1341 The district court erred in construing the 
claim terms "connecting elements," "interconnected," 
"connecting members," and "struts for connecting" as 
requiring connecting members to run parallel both to 
each other and to the longitudinal axis of the stent . The 
court's grant of summary judgment of no literal in- 
fringement or infringement under the doctrine of 
equivalents with respect to claims 11 and 12 of the 
' 955 patent claims 1-4, 9, and 23 of the ' 154 patent 
claims 1-4 of the 721 patent and claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 
and 1 1-13 of the ' 158 patent was based on this incor- 
rect construction, Adv. Cardiovascular IV, slip op. at 
11-12. We therefore vacate the district court's grant of 
summary judgment with regard to those claims, and 
remand for further proceedings. 

III. 

In contrast to the asserted claims just discussed 
that only recite "connecting elements," independent 
claim 12 and dependent claims 13-15, 17, 18, and 20 
of the ' 154 patent specifically claim "a plurality of 
generally parallel connecting elements." ' 154 patent 
col. 9, 1. 25-col. 10, 1. 17. The court construed the 
phrase "generally parallel connecting elements" to 
require the described connecting elements to run 
generally parallel both to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis. Adv. Cardiovascular I, slip op. at 
25-27. Based on this construction, the court granted 
summary judgment of no literal infringement of 
claims 12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 1 54 patent because 
it found that the connecting elements on the opposite 
sides of the NIR stent are not generally parallel to each 
other because they curve in opposite directions. Adv. 
Cardiovascular III \ slip op. at 8. The court also noted 
that the connecting elements of the NIR stent are not 
parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis because, while 



the longitudinal axis is straight, the connecting ele- 
ments are curved. Id. at 9. The court also granted 
summary judgment of no infringement under the 
doctrine of equivalents, finding that ACS had failed to 
present any evidence to support its contention that 
non-parallel connecting elements are insubstantially 
different from the claimed generally parallel con- 
necting elements. Id. 10-12. 

ACS argues that claims 12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of 
the ' 154 patent only require the connecting elements to 
be generally parallel to each other, not to the stent's 
longitudinal axis, ACS asserts that, under this con- 
struction, the NIR stent's connecting elements meet 
the "generally parallel" limitation because, while 
curved, they are still parallel to each other. Scimed 
responds by arguing that the district court properly 
construed "generally parallel connecting elements" to 
require the connecting elements be parallel both to 
each other and to the stent's longitudinal axis. Relying 
upon this construction, Scimed asserts that the NIR 
stent cannot infringe because its connecting elements 
are curved, making them non-parallel to each other 
and to the stent's longitudinal axis. 

We conclude that the district court erred in con- 
struing claims 12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 patent 
as requiring connecting elements that run parallel to 
the longitudinal axis of the stent . These claims simply 
recite "generally parallel connecting elements." See, 
e.g., id at col. 9, 1. 28. The claims contain no language 
explicitly requiring the connecting elements to be 
parallel to the longitudinal axis of the stent . In addition, 
as noted above in Part II, there is no support for such a 
construction in the ' 154 patent' s specification or 
drawings. 

Scimed, however, points to the prosecution his- 
tory. It argues that the inventors distinguished their 
invention over the disclosure of the Palmaz ' 417 
patent on the ground that the Palmaz ' 417 patent dis- 
closed*1342 connecting members that were not par- 
allel to the longitudinal axis of the stent . The prose- 
cution history does not support this argument. 

It is important to recognize exactly what the in- 
ventors stated with respect to the Palmaz ' 417 patent 
and their invention, as disclosed in the '986 applica- 
tion: 

The '417 Palmaz patent discloses connector mem- 
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bers 100 which are preferably disposed in a 
"non-parallel" relationship with respect to the lon- 
gitudinal axis of adjacent grafts or prosthesis 70.... 
As seen in Figures 7-10 of Palmaz, each of the 
connector members 100 and 102 are disposed in a 
non-parallel relationship with respect to the longi- 
tudinal axis of the adjacent prosthesis 70. 



recite "a plurality of generally parallel connecting 
elements" which clearly distinguish over the pre- 
ferred "non-parallel" connecting members 100 of 
the '417 Palmaz patent. 

Figures 7, 9, and 10 from the Palmaz ' 417 patent 
are as follows: 



* * * 



[T]he independent claims of the present invention 

TO 102 



HC3.1C 



70 




102 77 



71 7? 1 P 100 

) L,ay,7i 



82 75 
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The inventors did not argue that connecting 
members 100 and 102 are in a non-parallel relation- 
ship with the longitudinal axis of what would be the 
" stent " in Palmaz, which is designated by the number 
70". See Palmaz ' 417 patent col. 12, 11. 15-17 (stating 
that "graft or prosthesis, 70" is illustrated as including 
three grafts, or prostheses, 70, flexibly connected to 
one another by connecting members 100"). Rather, 
they argued that connecting members 100 and 102 
were in a non-parallel *1343 relationship with "graft" 
or "prosthesis" elements 70. In other words, the in- 
ventors were not saying that their invention was dis- 
tinguished from the Palmaz ' 417 patent because Pal- 
maz had connecting members that were not parallel to 




102 104 



the longitudinal axis of the stent , which, by inference, 
their invention did. Rather, they were saying that their 
invention, unlike the Palmaz ' 417 patent , see con- 
necting members 100 and 102 in Figures 7, 9, and 10 
above, had connecting members that were in parallel 
alignment with the longitudinal axis of prosthesis 70. 
Thus, the inventors neither stated nor suggested during 
prosecution that their invention was limited to a stent 
in which the connecting members were in parallel 
alignment with the longitudinal axis of the stent .— 

FN7. After the statements cited above were 
made, the examiner responded that "there is 
no limitation of the claim which requires the 
connector members to be parallel to the lon- 
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gitudinal axis of the stent; only that the 
connector members are 'generally parallel'." 
This response by the examiner further sup- 
ports our conclusion that the inventors were 
not defining "generally parallel connecting 
elements" to mean connecting elements that 
are parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis. 

As already seen, the district court based its grant 
of summary judgment of non-infringement on two 
aspects of the NIR stent : that the stent's connecting 
elements are not parallel to each other and are not 
parallel to the stent's longitudinal axis. While claims 
12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the' 154 patent do not contain 
the latter limitation, neither party disputes that the 
claims require the former limitation-that the connect- 
ing elements be parallel to each other. When deter- 
mining whether this limitation had been infringed, the 
district court noted that, "[w]hen the elements of the 
stent have been cut from [a] flat sheet, the 'connecting 
elements' in any particular row would be parallel to 
one another," but "[w]hen the sheet is rolled to form 
the finished stent , however, the NIR stent's 'connect- 
ing elements' are not aligned in the same manner 
[because] '[connecting elements' on opposite sides of 
the cylinder run in opposite directions...." Adv. Car- 
diovascular III slip op. at 8. The court thus concluded 
that, for purposes of infringement, it was required to 
look at the finished stent , and that in the finished NIR 
stent , the connecting elements are not generally par- 
allel to each other. Id. 

ACS does not dispute the district court's descrip- 
tion of the NIR stent's connecting elements. Nor, as 
just noted, does ACS dispute the district court's con- 
struction that the claims require the connecting ele- 
ments to be generally parallel to each other. Instead, 
ACS argues that the district court's analysis as to 
whether the connecting elements are actually parallel 
to each other uses the wrong frame of reference. ACS 
asserts that the correct frame of reference for com- 
paring the connecting elements is not a linear plane 
cutting through opposite sides of the stent , but a cy- 
lindrical plane following the surface of the stent . ACS 
argues that along the cylindrical plane of the stent , the 
connecting elements are parallel to each other. ACS 
notes that, during prosecution, the examiner consid- 
ered the Palmaz ' 417 patent' s connecting elements, 
which are slanted, to be parallel, further supporting its 
argument that the NIR stent's connecting elements, 
which are also not straight, are parallel. Scimed re- 



sponds that the connecting elements on the opposite 
sides of the NIR stent are not parallel to each other 
because, when looking through the stent , they curve in 
opposite directions. Therefore, Scimed contends, the 
NIR stent cannot infringe. 

The parties' arguments present a question of claim 
construction. Neither party *1344 disputes the shape 
of the NIR stent's connecting elements or that claims 
12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 patent require the 
connecting elements be generally parallel to each 
other. What the parties do dispute is the manner in 
which the connecting elements are required to be 
parallel. ACS argues that the connecting elements 
only need to be parallel to each other as they are 
compared when looking around the cylindrical surface 
of the stent , while Scimed and the district court com- 
pare connecting elements by looking through the side 
of the stent . Nothing in the intrinsic evidence of record 
suggests that one method of determining parallelism is 
correct over the other. The claims simply recite "a 
plurality of generally parallel connecting elements," 
providing no indication of the frame of reference in 
which the connecting elements should be parallel to 
each other. As noted in Part II, supra, the specification 
does not mention the connecting elements being par- 
allel. The drawings show parallel connecting elements, 
but the connecting elements in the drawings are 
straight lines, which are parallel to each other in both a 
cylindrical plane and a linear plane. ACS correctly 
notes that the prosecution history contains statements 
by the examiner that the Palmaz ' 417 patent' s con- 
necting elements, which would not be parallel under 
Scimed's construction, are generally parallel to each 
other, but these statements alone do not support ACS's 
construction. There are no statements by the inventors, 
or the examiner, that indicate the specific manner in 
which the connecting elements are required to be 
generally parallel to each other. 

£7] When "intrinsic evidence is insufficient to 
enable the court to determine the meaning of the as- 
serted claims," resort may be had to extrinsic evidence. 
Vitronics. 90 F.3d at 1584. 39 USPQ2d at 1578. Ex- 
trinsic evidence will be particularly helpful in this case 
when construing the claims and properly determining 
what it means to someone skilled in the art to require 
the connecting elements to be "generally parallel" to 
each other. Pitney Bowes. 182 F.3d at 1308-09, 51 
USPQ2d at 1168 . 
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For the foregoing reasons, we vacate the district 
court's grant of summary judgment of END OF DOCUMENT 

non-infringement of claims 12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of 
the ' 154 patent . On remand, the district court may 
consider extrinsic evidence, "such as expert testimony, 
inventor testimony, dictionaries, and technical trea- 
tises and articles," Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1584. 39 
USPQ2d at 1578, in order to determine in what man- 
ner the connecting elements should be "generally 
parallel" to each other. 

CONCLUSION 
The district court erred in construing the claim 
terms "connecting elements," "interconnected," 
"connecting members," and "struts for connecting" by 
improperly requiring the connecting elements to be 
both generally parallel to each other and to the stent's 
longitudinal axis. We therefore vacate the court's grant 
of summary judgment of no literal infringement or 
infringement by equivalents of claims 1 1 and 12 of the 
' 955 patent claims 1-4, 9, and 23 of the ' 154 patent 
claims 1-4 of the 721 patent and claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 
and 11-13 of the ' 158 patent which was based solely 
on this erroneous construction. We additionally hold 
that the district court erred in construing the phrase 
"generally parallel connecting elements" in claims 
12-15, 17, 18, and 20 of the ' 154 patent to require the 
connecting elements to be generally parallel to the 
stent's longitudinal axis. We vacate the court's grant of 
summary judgment of non-infringement of these 
claims because the particular way in which the claims 
require the connecting elements to *1345 be generally 
parallel to each other is unclear, based solely on the 
intrinsic evidence of record. We affirm the district 
court's grant of summary judgment of 
non-infringement of claims 10 and 21 of the ' 154 
patent , claims 14-16,19, and 20 of the ' 158 patent and 
claims 1,2, and 4-13 of the ' 893 patent . The case is 
remanded to the district court for further proceedings 
consistent with this opinion. 

AFFIRMED-IN-PART, VA CA TED-IN-PART, 
and REMANDED. 

COSTS 

Each party shall bear its own costs. 
C.A.Fed. (Ind.),2001. 

Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. v. Scimed 

Life Systems, Inc. 
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04/04/99. cs PLTFS eod 12/21/98 [CFW] 

01/15/1999 37 CT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT of the 10/23/98 hearing, (ct. reporter, F. Pratt) eod 01/15/99 
[CFW] 

02/09/1999 38 MOTION PRO HAC VICE for pltfs by Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo 
a. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. Ricardo with the law firm of Dewey Ballantine LLP. c/s 
eod 02/12/99 [PLM] 

02/09/1999 39 RECEIPT #34186 in the amount of $180.00 for pro hac vice filing fees, eod 02/12/99 [PLM] 

02/12/1999 40 ORDER grants pro hac vice motions, c/m DFH eod 02/12/99 [PLM] 

02/23/1 999 4 1 APPEARANCE - by pro hac vice counsel on behalf of the pltfs. c/s eod 02/23/99 [PLM] 

03/08/1 999 42 MOTION PRO HAC VICE by P. McCoy Smith, Reem F. Jishi, Mark a. Rueh and Marian 
Underweiser of Kenyon & Kenyon of New York, c/s DEFTS eod 03/08/99 [PLM] 

03/08/1999 43 RECEIPT #34567 $120.00 pro hac vice filing fee. eod 03/08/99 [PLM] 

03/08/1 999 44 ORDER grants motion pro hac vice, c/m DFH eod 03/08/99 [PLM] 
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03/12/1999 45 MOTION to join Medtronic Ave., Inc., or alternatively, for a stay or for transfer, c/s DEFTS eod 
03/12/99 [PLM] 

03/12/1999 46 MEMORANDUM in support of defts' motion to join Medtronic Ave, Inc, or alternatively, for a stay 
or for transfer, c/s DEFTS eod 03/12/99 [PLM] 

03/12/1999 47 APPENDDC OF EXHIBITS in support of defts motion to join Medtronic Ave., Inc. c/s DEFTS eod 
03/12/99 [PLM] 

03/22/1 999 48 NOTICE OF PARTIES* FIRST EXTENSION OF TIME UNTIL 04/05/99 to respond to discovery, 
c/s DEFTS eod 03/23/99 [PLM] 

03/29/1999 49 MEMO. IN OPP. TO DEFTS' MOT TO JOIN, STAY OR TRANSFER, cs PLTFS eod 03/29/99 
[CEB] 

03/29/1 999 50 AFFIDAVIT OF HARVEY KURZWEIL. cs PLTFS eod 03/29/99 [CEB] 

03/29/1999 51 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of memo & affidavit of Kurzweil. by PLTFS eod 03/29/99 [CEB] 

04/07/1999 52 REPLY MEMO. IN SUPPT. OF MOT. TO JOIN, OR ALTERNATIVELY, FOR STAY OR 
TRANSFER, cs DEFTS eod 04/07/99 [CEB] 

04/07/1 999 53 SUPPL. APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPT. OF MOT. TO JOIN, etc. cs DEFTS eod 04/07/99 
[CEB] 

04/07/1 999 54 REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT ON MOT. TO JOIN, etc. cs DEFTS eod 04/07/99 [CEB] 

04/09/1 999 55 SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM of law in further opposition to defts' motion to join 

Medtronic Ave, Inc., or, alternatively, for a stay or for transfer, c/s PLTFS eod 04/09/99 [PLM] 

04/19/1999 56 NOTICE of motion and motion for leave to file response to defts' motion to join Medtronic Ave., 
Inc. c/s NON-PARTY MEDTRONIC AVE, INC. eod 04/19/99 [PLM] 

04/19/1999 57 APPEARANCE of Max W. Hittle, Jr. of Krieg DeVault Alexander & Capehart and enters their 
limited appearance on behalf of non-party Medtronic Ave, Inc. c/s eod 04/19/99 [PLM] 

04/20/1 999 58 ORDER grants non-party Medtronic AVE. Inc. leave to file response to deft's Mot. to Join 
Medtronic. DFH cm eod 04/20/99 [CEB] 

04/20/1 999 59 RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO JOIN MEDTRONIC AVE, INC. cm NON- 
PARTY MEDTRONIC AVE, INC. eod 04/20/99 [CEB] 

04/2 1 /1 999 60 SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OF LAW in support of pltfs' memorandum of law in 

opposition to defts' motion to join Medtronic Ave, Inc. or alternatively for a stay or for transfer, c/s 
PLTFS eod 04/21/99 [PLM] 

04/29/1999 61 MOTION TO COMPEL discovery regarding opinions of counsel upon which defts intend to rely, 
or, alternatively, precluding defts from relying upon such opinions, and, (ii) for a unified trial, c/s 
PLTFS eod 04/29/99 [PLM] 



04/29/1 999 62 MEMORANDUM of law in support of pltfs' motion to compel discovery, c/s PLTFS eod 04/29/99 
[PLM] 
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04/29/1 999 63 AFFIDAVIT OF BRADFORD J. BADKE. eod 04/29/99 [PLM] 

05/1 2/1 999 64 ORDER - PROTECTIVE ORDER. DFH c/m eod 05/1 2/99 [PLM] 

05/12/1999 65 MOTION FOR PRETRIAL CONFERENCE, cs PLTFS eod 05/12/99 [CEB] 

05/12/1999 66 MOTION TO COMPEL AND FOR ISSUANCE OF REQUEST FOR INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL ASSISTANCE, cs PLTFS (filed under seal), eod 05/12/99 [CEB] 

05/12/1999 67 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL AND FOR 
ISSUANCE OF REQUEST FOR INTERNATIONAL JUDICIAL ASSISTANCE, cs PLTFS(filed 
under seal), eod 05/12/99 [CEB] 

05/12/1999 68 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37.1 . cs PLTFS(filed under seal), eod 
05/12/99 [CEB] 

05/12/1999 69 MOTION for trial of damages and willfulness separate from liability, and for a stay of discovery 
regarding advice of counsel until after liability is determined, c/s DEFTS eod 05/12/99 [PLM] 

05/12/1999 70 MEMORANDUM of law in opposition to pltfs' motion to compel discovery regarding advice of 
counsel and for a unified trial; and in support of defts motion for trial of damages and willfulness 
separate from liability, and for a stay of discovery regarding advice of counsel. (FILED UNDER 
SEAL PURSUANT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER OF 5/12/99) eod 05/12/99 [PLM] 

05/12/1999 7 1 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS RE: foregoing memorandum filed under seal by defendants. 

(EXHIBITS FILED UNDER SEAL pursuant to protective order of 5/12/99) eod 05/12/99 [PLM] 

05/13/1999 72 ORDER grants plaintiffs motion for a pre-trial conference and ORDERS that a pre-trial conference 
be held on 05/27/99 at 10:00 am. DFH cm eod 05/13/99 [CEB] 

05/24/1999 73 REPLY MEMORANDUM (1) in support of pltfs' motion to compel discovery regarding opinions of 
counsel et al (2) in opposition to defts' motion for trial of damages and willfulness separate from 
liability, and for a stay of discovery regarding advice of counsel until after liability is determined 
(FILED UNDER SEAL PURSUANT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER OF 5/12/99). c/s PLTFS eod 
05/24/99 [PLM] 

05/26/1999 74 MEMORANDUM in opposition to pltfs motion to compel and for issuance of request for 

international judicial assistance, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL PURSUANT TO 5/12/99 
PROTECTIVE ORDER) eod 05/26/99 [PLM] 

05/26/1999 75 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS in opposition to pltfs motion to compel, c/s DEFT (FILED UNDER 
SEAL PURSUANT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER OF 5/12/99) eod 05/26/99 [PLM] 

06/01/1999 76 REPLY MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO 
COMPEL AND FOR ISSUANCE OF REQUEST FOR INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE, (filed 
under seal), cs PLTFS. eod 06/01/99 [CEB] 

06/01/1999 77 REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR TRIAL OF DAMAGES 

AND WILLFULNESS SEPARATE FROM LIABILITY, AND FOR A STAY OF DISCOVERY 
REGARDING ADVICE OF COUNSEL UNTIL AFTER LIABILITY IS DETERMINED, (filed 
under seal), cs DEFTS. eod 06/01/99 [CEB] 



06/1 5/1 999 78 ENTRY DENIES defendants' motion to join Medtronic Ave, Inc. or for a stay or transfer. DFH c/m 
eod 06/15/99 [PLM] 
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06/15/1999 79 ENTRY DENIES defendants' motion for bifurcation of trial and to stay discovery on advice of 

counsel relevant to the issue of willful infringement. Court also ORDERS defts to file a statement 
with court no later than 5:00 p.m. 06/30/99, stating whether they intend to rely on evidence of advice 
of counsel with respect to willfulness and (b) if defts do intend to rely on such evidence, to produce 
to pltfs no later than 07/09/99. DFH c/m eod 06/15/99 [PLM] 



06/15/1999 80 ENTRY on plaintiffs 1 motion to compel discovery and to request assistance of Israeli courts; court 
will formally request assistance of Israeli courts in obtaining relevant evidence; court GRANTS 
pltfs' motion to compel defts to produce to pltfs unredacted copies of Medinol documents in defts' 
possession; defts shall produce documents no later than 06/30/99; in addition, court orders deft 
Boston Scientific no later than 06/21/99, to request Medinol, in writing to cooperate fully with this 
litigation by providing non-privileged documents to Boston Scientific. (SEE ENTRY) DFH c/m eod 
06/15/99 [PLM] 



06/15/1999 8 1 ENTRY - court APPROVES Request for International Judicial Assistance pursuant to the Hague 
Convention of March 18, 1970, on the taking of evidence in civil or commercial matters. DFH c/m 
(DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL) eod 06/15/99 [PLM] 

06/24/1 999 82 MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFFS TO RESPOND TO DEFENDANTS' INTERROGATORY 
NOS. 1 AND 2. cs DEFTS. eod 06/25/99 [CEB] 

06/24/1 999 83 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFFS TO 
RESPOND TO DEFENDANTS' INTERROGATORY NOS. 1 AND 2. (filed under seal), cs 
DEFTS. eod 06/25/99 [CEB] 

06/24/1 999 84 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL 

PLAINTIFFS TO RESPPOND TO DEFENDANTS' INTERROGATORY NOS. 1 AND 2. (filed 
under seal), cs DEFTS. eod 06/25/99 [CEB] 

06/24/1 999 85 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37. 1 . cs DEFTS. eod 06/25/99 [CEB] 

06/30/1 999 86 DEFENDANTS' STATEMENT REGARDING INTRODUCTION OF EVIDENCE OF ADVICE 
OF COUNSEL IN RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S WILLFULNESS CHARGE, cs DEFTS. eod 
06/30/99 [CEB] 

07/09/1999 87 MEMORANUM OF LAW in opposition to deft, motion to compel additional responses to defts' 
interrogatory nos. 1 and 2. (UNDER SEAL per 5/12/99 protective order) c/s PLTFS eod 07/12/99 
[PLM] 

07/09/1 999 88 EXHIBIT to pltfs' memorandum of law filed herein, c/s (FILED UNDER SEAL) PLTFS eod 
07/12/99 [PLM] 

07/13/1999 89 Transcript of 05/27/99 hearing before the Honorable David F. Hamilton. (Ct. Reporter F. Pratt), eod 
07/13/99 [CEB] 

07/14/1 999 90 MOTION for pretrial conference, c/s DEFTS eod 07/14/99 [PLM] 

07/15/1999 91 ORDER denies Defendants' Motion to Compel Plaintiffs to Respond to Defendants* Interrogatory 
Nos. 1 and 2. DFH cm eod 07/15/99 [CEB] 



07/1 5/1 999 - ORDER denies Defendants' Motion for Pretrial Conference. DFH cm. eod 07/1 5/99 [CEB] 

07/1 5/1 999 92 RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE. (FILED UNDER 
SEAL), cs PLTFS. eod 07/15/99 [CEB] 
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07/15/1999 93 APPEARANCE of John R. Schaibley, HI, of Baker & Daniels, on behalf of plaintiffs, cs PLTFS. 
eod 07/15/99 [CEB] 

07/20/1 999 94 REPLY to pltfs 1 request for a pretrial conference to discuss the procedure for the Markman hearing, 
c/s DEFTS eod 07/20/99 [PLM] 

07/20/1 999 95 NOTICE to court regarding status of discovery of Medinol Ltd. c/s DEFTS eod 07/20/99 [PLM] 

07/28/1999 96 ORDER ASSIGNS CONF to 08/05/99 at 03:00PM Room 330 (DFH) c/m eod 07/28/99 [CEB] 

07/28/1999 97 MOTION TO COMPEL pltfs to designate a Rule 30(b)(6) witness related to damages, c/s DEFTS 
eod 07/28/99 [PLM] 

07/28/1999 98 MEMORANDUM in support of motion to compel, c/s DEFTS eod 07/28/99 [PLM] 

07/28/1999 99 STATEMENT of compliance with Local Rule 37.1 . c/s DEFTS eod 07/28/99 [PLM] 

07/28/1 999 1 00 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion to compel pltfs. c/s DEFTS eod 07/28/99 [PLM] 

07/28/1999 101 MOTION for an expedited briefing schedule or, in the alternative, for a pretrial conference on defts' 
motion to compel pltfs to designate Rule 30(b)(6) witnesses related to damages, c/s DEFTS eod 
07/28/99 [PLM] 

07/29/1 999 1 02 PRE-MARKMAN HEARING MEMORANDUM ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION. c/s 
DEFENDANTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 07/29/99 [PLM] 

07/29/1999 103 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' pre-markman hearing memorandum. (Volume I) eod 
07/29/99 [PLM] 

07/29/1999 1 04 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' pre-markman hearing memorandum (Volume II) eod 
07/29/99 [PLM] 

07/29/1999 105 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' pre-markman hearing memorandum (Volume IE) c/s 
DEFENDANTS - FILED UNDER SEAL eod 07/29/99 [PLM] 

07/29/1999 106 DISCLOSURE OF CARDIOLOGIST TESTIMONY, cs PLTFS. eod 07/29/99 [CEB] 

07/29/1 999 1 07 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF 
PATENT CLAIMS, cs PLTFS. eod 07/29/99 [CEB] 

07/30/1999 108 ENTRY VACATES CONF of 08/05/99 at 3:00PM Room 330 (DFH) c/m eod 07/30/99 [CEB] 

07/30/1999 = ENTRY REASSIGNS CONF to 08/05/99 at 09:00AM Room 330 (DFH) c/m eod 07/30/99 [CEB] 

08/02/1 999 1 09 APPEARANCE of Steven C. Shockley of Sommer & Barnard on behalf of non-party Cook 
Incorporated, eod 08/02/99 [CEB] 

08/02/1 999 1 1 0 MOTION OF NON-PARTY COOK INCORPORATED FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER, eod 
08/02/99 [CEB] 

08/02/1 999 1 1 1 CERTIFICATE OF COOK INCORPORATED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDER, eod 08/02/99 [CEB] 
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08/02/1999 112 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Cook Incorporated for Appearance, Motion for Protective Order 
and Certificate, eod 08/02/99 [CEB] 

08/03/1 999 1 1 3 DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO TAKE THIRD PARTY SUBPOENAED 

DEPOSITIONS AFTER THE CLOSE OF DISCOVERY, cs DEFTS. eod 08/04/99 [CEB] 

08/03/1999 1 14 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO TAKE THIRD 
PARTY SUBPOENAED DEPOSITIONS AFTER THE CLOSE OF DISCOVERY, cs DEFTS. eod 
08/04/99 [CEB] 

08/03/1 999 115 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION 
OF NONPARTY DISCOVERY, cs DEFTS. eod 08/04/99 [CEB] 

08/03/1999 1 16 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37.1. cs DEFTS. eod 08/04/99 [CEB] 

08/04/1 999 1 1 7 STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER EXTENDING TIME TO TAKE DEPOSITION OF 
MICHAEL BONEAU AND SIMON STERTZER filed by the parties, eod 08/04/99 [CEB] 

08/05/1 999 118 NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF DEFEWNDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFFS TO 
DESIGNATE A RULE 30(b)(6) WITNESS RELATED TO DAMAGES, cs. DEFTS eod 08/05/99 
[CEB] 

08/1 2/1999 119 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN REPLY to defts' pre-Markman hearing memorandum on claim 
construction, c/s PLTFS eod 08/13/99 [PLM] 

08/12/1999 120 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE re: pltf s memorandum of law (document #119) eod 08/13/99 [PLM] 

08/12/1999 121 SUBMISSION - joint submission regarding format of Markman hearing, eod 08/13/99 [PLM] 

08/1 2/1 999 122 MEMORANDUM inn opposition to pltfs' proposed construction of patent claims, c/s DEFTS eod 
08/13/99 [PLM] 

08/12/1999 123 APPENDIX of exhibits in opposition to pltfs' proposed construction of patent claims, c/s eod 
08/13/99 [PLM] 

08/16/1999 124 SUBMISSION of defendants' expert disclosure -- Dr. Cumberland, c/s DEFTS eod 08/16/99 [PLM] 

08/16/1 999 125 SUBMISSION of exhibit E to pltfs' memorandum of law in reply to defts' pre-markmen hearing 
memorandum on claims construction, c/s PLTFS eod 08/16/99 [PLM] 

08/17/1999 126 MOTION PRO HAC VICE to admit Sue Parker and Jeff Glazer of Kenyon & Kenyon as counsel to 
the defts. c/s DEFTS eod 08/17/99 [PLM] 

08/17/1999 127 RECEIPT #36666 $60.00 fee for pro hac vice motions eod 08/17/99 [PLM] 

08/1 7/1 999 1 28 RESPONSE to non-party Cook Incorporated^ Motion for a Protective Order, c/s DEFTS eod 
08/17/99 [PLM] 

08/1 7/1 999 1 29 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in opposition to defts' motion for leave to take third-party subpoenaed 
depositions after the close of discovery, and in response to Cook's Motion for a Protective Order, c/s 
PLTFS eod 08/17/99 [PLM] 
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08/1 7/1 999 1 30 ORDER grants Jeff Glazer and Sue Parker of Kenyon & Kenyon leave to appear pro hac vice on 
behalf of the defendants. DFH c/m eod 08/17/99 [PLM] 

08/18/1999 131 ORDER APPROVES Joint Submission Regarding Format of Markman Hearing. DFH cm. eod 
08/18/99 [CEB] 

08/1 8/1999 132 APPEARANCE of Robert L. McLaughlin of Wooden & McLaughlin on behalf of the defendants, 
c/s eod 08/19/99 [PLM] 

08/19/1 999 133 COURTROOM MINUTES -The parties appeared with their respective representatives and counsel; 

the Court held a Markman hearing, with each party presenting its evidence and arguments; the Court 
also addressed, heard argument and made rulings on outstanding discovery motions (see Court's 
entry on these motions). DFH cm. eod 08/20/99 [CEB] 

08/25/1 999 1 34 ENTRY ON PENDING DISCOVERY MATTERS-Grants defendants' motion to take third party 
depositions after the close of discovery to the extent notices and subpoenas were issued before the 
close of discovery; grants Cook Incorporated until 09/07/99 to respond to subpoena; authorizes the 
taking of the depositions of Michael Boneau and Dr. Simon Stertzer, provided they are taken before 
09/30/99. DFH cm. eod 08/25/99 [CEB] 

08/26/1 999 135 STIPULATION REQUESTING MODIFICATION OF CASE MANAGEMENT PLAN, eod 
08/26/99 [CEB] 

08/27/1 999 136 ORDER APPROVES modification of case management plan. DFH c/m eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1 999 = ORDER that parties need not identify expert witnesses prior to the exchange of expert reports on 
09/24/99. eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 = ORDER that expert witness from whom rebuttal expert reports will be submitted shall be identified 
by 10/15/99. eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1 999 = ORDER that rebuttal expert reports shall be exchanged on 1 0/29/99. DFH c/m eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/26/1999 1 37 JOINT SUBMISSION REQUESTING THAT CERTAIN MATERIALS BE FILED UNDER SEAL, 
eod 08/27/99 [CEB] 

08/27/1 999 138 MOTION TO COMPEL discovery relating to inequitable conduct, c/s DEFTS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 139 MEMORANDUM in support of defts 1 motion to compel discovery relating to inequitable conduct. 

c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL pursuant to 5/12/99 protective order) eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 140 STATEMENT of compliance with Local Rule 37.1 filed in conjunction with defts' motion to compel 
discovery, c/s DEFTS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1 999 1 4 1 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion to compel discovery (Volume I of II) c/s DEFTS 
eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1 999 1 42 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion to compel discovery (Volume II of II). c/s 
DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL pursuant to 5/12/99 protective order) eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 143 MOTION TO COMPEL responses to interrogatories and document requests, c/s DEFTS eod 
08/27/99 [PLM] 
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08/27/1999 144 MEMORANDUM in support of its motion to compel resonses to interrogatories and document 
requests, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 145 STATEMENT of compliance with Local Rule 37.1 . c/s DEFTS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 146 APPENDED of exhibits in support of defts' motion to compel discovery, c/s DEFTS (FILED 
UNDER SEAL) eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 147 MOTION TO COMPEL c/s PLTFS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1999 148 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in support of pltfs' motion to compel, c/s PLTFS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/27/1 999 1 49 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37.1 c/s PLTFS eod 08/27/99 [PLM] 

08/30/1999 1 50 ORDER grants in part and denies in part parties' joint request that certain materials in the court's 
files be sealed, (see order for specifics). DFH cm. eod 08/30/99 [CEB] 

09/10/1999 151 MOTION for leave to conduct the deposition of Michael Boneau after September 30, 1999. c/s 
DEFTS eod 09/13/99 [PLM] 

09/10/1999 152 MEMORANDUM in support of defts' motion for leave to conduct the deposition of Michael 
Boneau. c/s DEFTS eod 09/1 3/99 [PLM] 

09/10/1999 1 53 STATEMENT of compliance with Local Rule 37.1. c/s DEFTS eod 09/1 3/99 [PLM] 

09/10/1999 154 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion for leave to conduct the deposition, c/s DEFTS 
eod 09/13/99 [PLM] 

09/13/1999 1 55 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in opposition to pltfs' motion to compel, c/s DEFTS eod 09/13/99 
[PLM] 

09/13/1999 1 56 APPENDIX of exhibits: defts' memorandum of law in opposition to pltfs' motion to compel, c/s - 
DEFTS eod 09/13/99 [PLM] 

09/13/1999 1 57 PLAINTIFFS' POST-MARKMAN HEARING SUBMISSION OF AUTHORITIES, cs. PLTFS. eod 
09/13/99 [CEB] 

09/13/1999 1 58 GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION 
TO COMPEL RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS, cs. 
PLTFS. eod 09/13/99 [CEB] 

09/1 3/1 999 1 59 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES AND 
DOCUMENT REQUESTS. PLTFS. eod 09/13/99 [CEB] 

09/1 3/1 999 1 60 GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION 
TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE CONDUCT, cs PLTFS. eod 
09/13/99 [CEB] 

09/1 3/1 999 161 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE 
CONDUCT. PLTFS. eod 09/13/99 [CEB] 



http://ww.insd.usco^ 



12/1/2011 



Case Information 



Page 12 of 28 



09/14/1999 162 ORDER grants that defts have leave to depose Michael Boneau after the close of discovery, but no 
later than 10/5/99. DFH c/m eod 09/14/99 [PLM] 



09/14/1 999 1 63 EXHIBIT H TO GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE 
CONDUCT. PLTFS. eod 09/14/99 [CEB] 

09/1 3/1 999 1 64 EXHIBIT K TO GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE 
CONDUCT.(FILED UNDER SEAL). PLTFS. eod 09/14/99 [CEB] 

09/13/1999 165 EXHIBIT L TO GUIDANT/ACS'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE 
CONDUCT. (FILED UNDER SEAL). PLTFS. eod 09/14/99 [CEB] 

09/14/1 999 1 66 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE for Appendices of Exhibits to Guidant/ACS's memoranda of law 
opposing defendants' motions to compel discovery relating to inequitable conduct and to compel 
responses to interrogatories and document requests, cs PLTFS. eod 09/14/99 [CEB] 

09/22/1 999 1 67 MOTION FOR LEAVE TO CONDUCT DEPOSITIONS AFTER SEPTEMBER 30, 1 999. cs. 
PLTFS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 68 REPLY MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO 
COMPEL, cs PLTFS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 69 DEFENDANTS' REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION TO COMPEL 

DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE CONDUCT. (FILED UNDER SEAL), cs DEFTS. 
eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 70 DEFENDANTS' SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF THEIR 

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE CONDUCT. VOLUME I 
of E. cs DEFTS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 171 DEFENDANTS' SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF THEIR 

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RELATING TO INEQUITABLE CONDUCT. VOLUME U 
of E. (FILED UNDER SEAL), cs. DEFTS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 72 DEFENDANTS' REPLY IN SUPPORT OT ITS MOTION TO COMPEL RESPONSES TO 
INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS, cs. DEFTS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 73 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS* MOTION TO COMPEL 

RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS. VOLUME 1. (FILED 
UNDER SEAL), cs. DEFTS eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/22/1 999 1 74 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO COMPEL 

RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS. VOLUME 2. cs. 
DEFTS. eod 09/23/99 [CEB] 



09/29/1999 1 75 ORDER that pltfs have leave to take depositions in Israel, and if necessary, in Massachusetts, after 
9/30/99, but no later than 10/31/99. DFH c/m eod 09/29/99 [PLM] 

09/29/1999 176 MOTION for leave to conduct the deposition of Dr. Simon Stertzer after September 30, 1999.c/s 
DEFTS eod 09/29/99 [PLM] 
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09/29/1999 177 MEMORANDUM in support of clefts' motion for leave to conduct deposition of Dr. Simon Stertzer 
after Sept. 30, 1999. c/s DEFTS eod 09/29/99 [PLM] 

09/29/1 999 178 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion for leave to conduct the deposition, c/s DEFTS 
eod 09/29/99 [PLM] 

09/29/1999 179 STATEMENT of compliance with Local Rule 37.1. c/s DEFTS eod 09/29/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 180 ORDER that defts have leave to depose Dr. Simon Stertzer after 09/30/99, but no later than 
10/31/99. DFH c/m eod 10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 181 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER -cs. PLTFS. eod 10/01/99 [CEB] 

10/01/1999 182 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDER, cs. PLTFS. eod 10/01/99 [CEB] 

10/01/1999 183 CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37.1. cs. PLTFS. eod 10/01/99 [CEB] 

10/01/1999 184 ORDER - on emergency consideration of pltfs' motion for a protective order filed 10/1/99, and after 
conferring with counsel for pltfs, defts and Michael Boneau, court enters the following orders: eod 
10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 = ORDER that the scheduled deposition of Michael Boneau will not be delayed, eod 10/01/99 [PLM] 
10/01/1999 = ORDER that the defts shall question Boneau first, eod 10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 = ORDER that counsel for Boneau/Medtronic AVE do not have a right to question the witness, eod 
10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 = ORDER that one lawyer may question Boneau for defts and one lawyer may question him for pltfs. 
One lawyer may speak for Boneau during the deposition, eod 10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 = ORDER that all persons attending the deposition are subject to this court's protective order, eod 
10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/01/1999 = ORDER that counsel (and consultants) for pltfs and defts are entitled to a reasonable time to inspect 
original documents, photographs, and things produced at Boneau's deposition before questioning of 
the witness. DFH c/m eod 10/01/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 185 MOTION to preclude pltfs from relying on any expert evidence not disclosed in pltfs' expert reports; 
and eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 = MOTION to compel complete disclosure of the supporting documentation; and eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 = MOTION for an extension of time to serve rebuttal expert reports, c/s DEFTS eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 186 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH FRCP 37 and Local Rule 37.1. c/s DEFTS eod 10/14/99 
[PLM] 

10/13/1999 187 REQUEST FOR HEARING, c/s DEFTS eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 188 MEMORANDUM in support of defts' motions (document #185) c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER 
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SEAL) eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/13/1999 189 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motions - (DOCUMENT #185) THIS DOCUMENT IS 
FILED UNDER SEAL, c/s DEFTS eod 10/14/99 [PLM] 

10/15/1999 190 ENTRY ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ISSUES. DFH c/m eod 10/15/99 [PLM] 

1 0/2 1/1999 191 DEFENDANTS* EMERGENCY MOTION for an entry of an order on their request for an extension 
of time to serve rebuttal expert reports, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 10/22/99 [PLM] 

10/21/1999 192 STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 37.1. c/s DEFTS eod 10/22/99 [PLM] 

1 0/22/1 999 1 93 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in opposition to defts' motion 1 ) to preclude pltfs from relying on 
expert evidence not disclosed in pltfs' expert reports 2) to compel complete disclosure of the 
supporting documentation and 3) for an extension of their time to serve rebuttal expert reports, c/s 
PLTFS eod 10/22/99 [PLM] 

10/22/1999 194 EXHIBIT - exhibits to pltfs' memorandum of law (document #193) PLTFS eod 10/22/99 [PLM] 
10/25/1999 195 Exhibits as referenced in document # 194. cs. PLTFS. eod 10/25/99 [CEB] 

10/26/1999 196 ENTRY ASSIGNS HEARING to 10/28/99 at 03:30PM Room 344 (DFH) c/m eod 10/26/99 [CEB] 

1 0/27/1 999 1 97 PLAINTIFFS' NOTICE OF RESOLUTION OF CERTAIN PENDING DISCOVERY ISSUES-(the 
video tapes referenced in point II of plaintiffs' 08/27/99 motion to compel), cs. PLTFS. eod 10/27/99 
[CEB] 

10/28/1999 198 CT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT of hearing held on 08/19/99 (1 volume submitted by Court 
Reporter, Fred Pratt) eod 10/28/99 [PLM] 

10/28/1999 199 COURTROOM MINUTES -All parties appeared by counsel; hearing was held and arguments were 
presented on outstanding discovery motions. Ct. Reporter F. Pratt. DFH. eod 10/29/99 [CEB] 

1 1/02/1999 200 ENTRY Pltfs' motion to compel discovery (08/27/99) is Denied as Moot. Defts' motion to compel is 
also Denied w/ respect to the invention disclosure statements (S.E.) -cm DFH eod 1 1/02/99 [PE] 

1 1/02/1999 201 SUBMISSION in response to issue raised at 10/28/99 hearing, cs PLTFS eod 1 1/02/99 [DLD] 

1 1 /03/1999 202 ENTRY ON DISCOVERY DISPUTES RELATED TO DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE 

CONDUCT-Defendants' motion relating to inequitable conduct is granted in part and denied in part. 
DFH. cm. eod 1 1/03/99 [CEB] 

1 1 /04/1 999 203 UNOPPOSED MOTION TO PROVIDE FOR SIMULTANEOUS EXCHANGE OF EXPERT 

REBUTTAL REPORTS AND TO EXTEND THE DEADLINE FOR EXPERT DEPOSITIONS, cs. 
PLTFS. eod 1 1/04/99 [CEB] 

1 1/04/1999 204 UNOPPOSED MOTION TO EXTEND THE DEADLINE FOR DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS, cs. 
DEFTS. eod 11/04/99 [CEB] 

1 1/05/1999 205 ORDER extends until 1 1/30/99 the time to exchange expert rebuttal reports. DFH. cm. eod 1 1/05/99 
[CEB] 
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1 1/05/1999 = ORDER extends until 12/30/99 the time to complete expert depositions. DFH. cm. eod 1 1/05/99 
[CEB] 

1 1/05/1999 206 ORDER grants defendants' unopposed motion to extend deadline for dispositive motions to 

12/15/99; if filed, plaintiffs to respond by 01/05/00 and defendants reply by 01/14/00; however, trial 
will not be continued if a dispositive motion remains pending 30 days before trial. DFH. cm. eod 
11/05/99 [CEB] 

1 1/10/1999 207 CT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT of hearing from hearing on 10/28/99. (1 volume) eod 1 1/10/99 
[PLM] 

1 1/19/1999 208 MOTION for additional findings on certain claim construction issues and reconsideration of one 
issue, c/s DEFTS eod 1 1/22/99 [PLM] 

1 1/19/1999 209 MEMORANDUM in support of defts' motion for additional findings on certain claim construction 
issues and reconsideration of one issue, c/s DEFTS eod 1 1/22/99 [PLM] 

1 2/0 1/1 999 2 1 0 SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANTS' MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS ON CERTAIN CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ISSUES AND 
RECONSIDERATION OF ONE ISSUE, c/s DEFTS. eod 12/01/99 [CEB] 

12/03/1999 21 1 ENTRY ASSIGNS P/T to 01/07/00 at 10:00AM Room 330 (DFH) c/m eod 12/03/99 [CEB] 

12/03/1999 212 MOTION FOR S/J (for partial s/j dismissing defts' affirmative defense of inequitable conduct 
concerning Michael Boneau) c/s PLTFS eod 12/06/99 [PLM] 

12/03/1999 213 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in support of pltfs' motion for partial s/j against defts' affirmative 
defense, c/s (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 12/06/99 [PLM] 

12/03/1999 214 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS in support of pltfs' motion for partial s/j dismissing defts' 
affirmative defense, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 12/06/99 [PLM] 

1 2/06/1 999 215 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS ON CERTAIN CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ISSUES AND 
RECONSIDERATION OF ONE ISSUE, c/s PLTFS. eod 12/07/99 [CEB] 

12/09/1999 216 MOTION FOR S/J of noninfringement, c/s DEFENDANTS eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 

1 2/09/1 999 2 1 7 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT of their motion for s/j of noninfringement. (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) c/s DEFENDANTS eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 

1 2/09/1 999 2 1 8 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS in support of defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement. 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) c/s DEFENDANTS eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 

12/09/1999 219 SUBMISSION OF EVIDENCE in support of defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement, c/s (FILED 
UNDER SEAL) eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 

1 2/09/1 999 220 SUBMISSION of proposed findings of fact, conclusions of law, and entry of judgment in support of 
defts' motion for s/j. c/s DEFTS eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 

12/10/1999 221 STATEMENT (CORRECTED) statement of material facts in support of defts' motion for s/j of 
noninfringement (UNDER SEAL) c/s DEFTS eod 12/10/99 [PLM] 
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12/14/1999 222 ORDER directs that trial will proceed on 02/22/00, despite the filing of motions for summary 
judgment. DFH. c/m. eod 12/14/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 223 REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL 

FINDINGS ON CERTAIN CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ISSUES AND RECONSIDERATION OF 
ONE ISSUE, c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 224 DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY OF THE 

"PROJECTING EDGES" AND "PROJECTING U-SHAPED MEMBER" CLAIMS, c/s. DEFTS. 
eod 12/1 5/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 225 DEFENDANTS' MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY OF THE "PROJECTING EDGES" AND "PROJECTING U- 
SHAPED MEMBER" CLAIMS, (filed under seal), c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 226 SUBMISSION OF EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY, (filed under seal), c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 227 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY, (filed under seal), c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1999 228 PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INFRINGEMENT FOR CLAIMS 1 1 
AND 12 OFU.S. PATENTNO. 5,421,955. c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

1 2/1 5/1 999 229 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT OF INFRINGEMENT FOR CLAIMS 1 1 AND 12 OF U.S. PATENT NO. 5,421,955. 
c/s. PLTFS. (placed UNDER SEAL per order of 1/1 1/00. Sealed also as document #274) eod 
12/15/99 edited 01/14/00 [PLM] 



1 2/1 5/1 999 230 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INFRINGEMENT FOR CLAIMS 1 1 AND 12 OF U.S. 
PATENT NO. 5,421,955. c/s. PLTFS. (placed UNDER SEAL per court order of 1/1 1/00. Sealed as 
document #275) eod 12/15/99 edited 01/14/00 [PLM] 



1 2/1 5/1999 231 PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN 
SUIT. c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 



12/15/1999 232 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF GUIDANT/ACS'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF 
INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN SUIT. c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 
[CEB] 



1 2/1 5/1 999 233 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS 1 MOTION FOR 

PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSING DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT ESf OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN SUIT. c/s. PLTFS. eod 
12/15/99 [CEB] 



1 2/1 5/1 999 234 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSING 
DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING 
THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (VOLUME 1). c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 

12/15/1999 235 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF 
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PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSING 
DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING 
THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (VOLUME 2). c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 



12/15/1999 236 



APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS* MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSING 
DEFENDANTS* AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING 
THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (VOLUME 3 containing exhibits 14, 15, 16, and 40 - filed under seal), 
c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/15/99 [CEB] 



12/17/1999 237 



BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION AND SCIMED LIFE SYSTEMS, INC.'S TENDER OF 
AUTHORITY (on issue of invalidity of "projecting edges" and "projecting U-shaped member" 
claims, c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/17/99 [CEB] 



12/17/1999 238 



AMENDED STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS* MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY, c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/17/99 [CEB] 



12/20/1999 239 



DEFENDANTS' NOTICE TO THE COURT THAT THE ISSUE RAISED BY PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT REGARDING INVENTORSHIP BY 
MICHAEL BONEAU IS MOOT. c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/20/99 [CEB] 



12/20/1999 240 



APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS (VOLUME I OF II) for DEFENDANTS* NOTICE TO THE COURT 
THAT PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT REGARDING 
INVENTORSHIP BY MICHAEL BONEAU IS MOOT. c/s. DEFTS. eod 12/20/99 [CEB] 



12/20/1999 241 



APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS (VOLUME II of II) for DEFENDANTS' NOTICE TO THE COURT 
THAT PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT REGARDING 
INVENTORSHIP BY MICHAEL BONEAU IS MOOT, (filed under seal) c/s. DEFTS. eod 
12/20/99 [CEB] 



12/29/1999 242 



REPLY MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS* MOTION FOR 
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF 
INEQUITABLE CONDUCT CONCERNING MICHAEL BONEAU. c/s. PLTFS. eod 12/29/99 
[CEB] 



01/05/2000 243 



MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION to pltfs' motion for s/j of infringement of claims 1 1 and 12 of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/05/00 [PLM] 



01/05/2000 244 



RESPONSE to statement of material facts submitted in support of pltfs' motion for s/j of 
infringement for Claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 01/05/00 [PLM] 



01/05/2000 245 



STATEMENT of additional material facts in opposition to pltfs* motion for s/j of infringement of 
claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No.5,421„955. c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/05/00 
[PLM] 



01/05/2000 246 



SUBMISSION of evidence in support of defts' memorandum in opposition to pltfs' motion for s/j of 
infringement of claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Pataent No. 5,421,955. c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 01/05/00 [PLM] 



01/05/2000 247 



RESPONSE TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN CONNECTION WITH PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (FILED 
UNDER SEAL), c/s. DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 
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01/05/2000 248 STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL FACTS IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR 

PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF 
INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (FILED UNDER SEAL). 
DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 

01/05/2000 249 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF 
INEQUITABLE CONDUCT DSf OBTAINING THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (FILED UNDER SEAL), 
c/s. DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 

01/05/2000 250 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL MATERIAL FACTS IN 

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING 
THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (EHHIBITS 1-17). c/s. DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 

0 1 /05/2000 25 1 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL MATERIAL FACTS IN 

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST 
DEFENDANTS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT IN OBTAINING 
THE PATENTS IN SUIT. (EXHIBITS 18-29). (FILED UNDER SEAL), c/s. DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 
[CEB] 

0 1 /05/2000 252 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY OF THE "PROJECTING EDGES" AND "PROJECTING U- 
SHAPED MEMBER" CLAIMS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), c/s. PLTFS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 

01/05/2000 253 RESPONSE to statement of material facts and statement of additional material facts in opposition to 
defts' motion for s/j of invalidity, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/05/2000 254 EXHIBIT in support of pltfs' response to statement of material facts and statement of additional 
material facts in opposition to defts' motion for s/j of invalidity. PLTFS eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/05/2000 255 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in opposition to defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement. c/s PLTFS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/05/2000 256 RESPONSE to statement of material facts in statement of additional material facts in opposition to 
defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

0 1 /05/2000 257 EXHIBIT - EXHIBITS to pltfs' response to statement of material facts and statement of additional 
material facts in opposition to defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement. PLTFS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/05/2000 258 EXHIBIT - EXHIBITS in support of pltfs' response to statement of material facts and statement of 
additional material facts in opposition to defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement. PLTFS eod 
01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/06/2000 259 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE for Docket No. 248. c/s. DEFTS. eod 01/06/00 [CEB] 

0 1 /06/2000 260 MOTION to substitute sealed documents, c/s PLTFS (DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED AS EXHIBITS 
1 through 4) eod 01/06/00 [PLM] 

01/07/2000 261 MOTION PRO HAC VICE by Paul Heller of Kenyon & Kenyon for the defts. c/s eod 01/07/00 
[PLM] 

01/07/2000 262 RECEIPT #38395 $30.00 filing fee paid eod 01/07/00 [PLM] 
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01/07/2000 263 ORDER admitting Paul Heller as pro hac vice counsel. DFH c/m eod 01/07/00 [PLM] 

01/07/2000 264 MOTION to substitute copies of exhibits 18,19 and 27 (attached to exhibits in support of pltfs 1 
response to statement of material facts filed 1/5/00) c/s PLTFS eod 01/10/00 [PLM] 

01/07/2000 265 NOTICE of submission of amended exhibits in support of pltfs' response to statement of material 
facts, c/s PLTFS eod 01/10/00 [PLM] 

01/07/2000 266 EXHIBIT - AMENDED EXHIBITS in support of pltfs* response to statement of maaterial facts and 
statement of additional material facts in opposition to defts' motion for s/j of invalidity. PLTFS eod 
01/10/00 [PLM] 



01/1 1/2000 267 ORDER granting motion to substitute sealed documents. DFH c/m eod 01/1 1/00 [PLM] 

01/11 /2000 268 MOTION PRO HAC VICE admitting Mark Supko of Kenyon & Kenyon for defendants, c/s eod 
01/12/00 [PLM] 

01/1 1/2000 269 RECEIPT #38449 $30.00 pro hac vice filing fee. eod 01/12/00 [PLM] 

01/12/2000 270 ORDER grants Mark Supko leave to appear pro hac vice for the defts. DFH c/m eod 01/12/00 
[PLM] 

0 1/12/2000 27 1 AMENDED RESPONSE to statement of material facts in connection with pltfs' motion for partial 
s/j against defts' affirmative defense of inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in suit. c/s 
DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/12/00 [PLM] 



01/12/2000 272 STATEMENT - AMENDED of additional material facts in opposition to pltfs' motion for partial s/j 
against defts' affirmative defense of inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in suit C/S DEFTS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/12/00 [PLM] 



01/1 1/2000 273 ORDER grants plaintiffs motion to substitute color copies for black and white copies of Exhibits 18, 
19, and 27 of the Exhibits in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to Statement of Material Facts and 
Statement of Additional Material Facts in Opposition to Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 
of Invalidity, c/s. PLTFS. eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 274 MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLTFS' MOTION FOR S/J OF INFRINGEMENT 
OF CLAIMS 1 1 and 12 OF U.S. PATENT NO. 5,421,995. c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL 
PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER OF 1/1 1/00 - document #267. Document #229 also place in this 
sealed envelope) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 275 STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF PLTFS' MOTION FOR 
S/J OF INFRINGEMENT FOR CLAIMS 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s PLTFS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL per order of 1/1 1/00. Document #230 also placed in this sealed envelope) 
eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 276 EXHIBIT - AMENDED EXHIBITS to the statement of material facts submitted in support of pltfs' 
motion for s/j of infringement for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. (FILED UNDER 
SEAL, per court order of 1/1 1/00) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 277 EXHIBIT - amended exhibits to the statement of material facts submitted in support of pltfs' motion 
for s/j of infringement for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. (exhibits 1,2,3 and 8 for 
public view and exhibits 4 through 7 and 9 through 25 are under seal per order of 1/1 1/00) PLTFS 
eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 
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01/14/2000 278 



REPLY to clefts' amended statement of additional material facst in further support of pltfs' motion 
for partial s/j dismissing defts' affirmative defense of inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in 
suite, c/s PLTFS(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 279 



REPLY MEMORANDUM in further support of pltfs' motion for s/j dismissing defts' affirmative 
defense of inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in suit, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) 
eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 280 



EXHIBIT in support of reply memorandum of law in further support of pltfs' motion for partial s/j 
dismissing defts' affirmative defense of inequitble conduct in obtaining the patents in suite, c/s 
PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 281 



REPLY MEMORANDUM in further support of pltfs' motion for s/j of infringement for claims 1 1 
and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,521,955. c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 282 



REPLY to defts' additional material facts in further support of pltfs' motion for s/j of infringement 
for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s PLTFS(FELED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/14/00 
[PLM] 



01/14/2000 283 



EXHIBIT - EXHIBITS (1,2 & 3) in support of reply memorandum in further support of pltfs' 
motion for s/j of infringement for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s PLTFS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 284 



EXHIBIT - EXHIBITS in support of reply memorandum in further support of pltfs' motion for s/j of 
infringement for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,421,955. c/s PLTFS (exhibits 4,5,6,7 & 8, 
not under seal) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 285 



EXHIBIT - exhibits in support of reply memo of law in further support of pltfs' motion for partial s/j 
dismissing defts' affirmative defense of inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in suit, c/s 
PLTFS (not under seal) eod 01/14/00 [PLM] 



01/14/2000 286 



DEFENDANTS' REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NONINFRINGEMENT, c/s. DEFTS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), eod 
01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 287 



DEFENDANTS' REPLY TO PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL 
FACTS AND STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL MATERIAL FACTS-SUBMITTED IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF 
NONINFRINGEMENT, c/s. DEFTS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 288 



SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMISSION OF EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NONINFRINGEMENT, c/s DEFTS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), 
eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 289 



SUBMISSION OF EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' REPLY MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY, c/s. 
DEFTS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 290 



DEFENDANTS' REPLY TO PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO STATEMENT OF MATERIAL 
FACTS AND STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL MATERIAL FACTS-- SUBMITTED IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF 
INVALIDITY, c/s. DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL), eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 



01/14/2000 291 REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
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JUDGMENT OF INVALIDITY OF THE "PROJECTING EDGES" AND "PROJECTING U- 
SHAPED MEMBER" CLAIMS, c/s. DEFTS. (FILED UNDER SEAL), eod 01/14/00 [CEB] 

01/21/2000 292 AGREED ENTRY for enlargement of time until 01/25/00 for parties to file Fed.R.Civ.P.26(a)(3) 
disclosures, including designation of deposition excerpts and suggested written stipulations of fact, 
eod 01/21/00 [CEB] 

01/24/2000 293 ORDER approves Agreed Entry filed on 1/21/00. DFH c/m eod 01/24/00 [PLM] 

01/25/2000 294 AGREED ENTRY for additional one-day enlargement of case management plan deadlines, eod 
01/25/00 [PLM] 

01/26/2000 295 ENTRY approves one-day enlargement of time for case management plan deadlines. DFH c/m eod 
01/26/00 [PLM] 

01/26/2000 296 STIPULATION - proposed stipulations of fact, c/s DEFT eod 01/26/00 [PLM] 

01/26/2000 297 DESIGNATION of deposition testimony that may be offered at trial, c/s DEFTS eod 0 1/26/00 
[PLM] 

01/26/2000 298 TRIAL WITNESS LIST, c/s DEFT eod 01/26/00 [PLM] 

01/26/2000 299 PRELIMINARY TRIAL EXHIBIT LIST, c/s DEFTS. (Unsealed pursuant to Court Order of 
01/28/00). eod 01/26/00 edited 01/28/00 [CEB] 

01/26/2000 300 STIPULATION - suggested written stipulations of fact, c/s PLTFS eod 01/27/00 [PLM] 

01/26/2000 301 SUBMISSION of pltfs' Rule 26(a)(3) disclosures, c/s PLTFS eod 01/27/00 [PLM] 

01/28/2000 302 ENTRY (Marginal Notation) removes Defendants' Preliminary Trial Exhibit List (Document #299) 
from under seal. DFH. c/m. eod 01/28/00 [CEB] 

01/31/2000 303 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude the testimony of Matthew Miller, Rose Clack and Kevin 

Ballinger, or alternatively, to permit pltfs to call as witnesses persons who assisted pltfs' experts, c/s 
PLTFS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 304 MOTION IN LIMINE to exclude evidence relating to the Medinal patents, c/s PLTFS eod 02/01/00 
[PLM] 

01/31/2000 305 MOTION for a separate trial of inequitable conduct outside the presence of the jury, and to limit 
defts' expert testimony on patent law to factual issues of patent office procedure, c/s PLTFS eod 
02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 306 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude improper evidence of invalidity, c/s PLTFS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/3 1/2000 307 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude improper "product to product" and "manufacturing process" 
comparisons, c/s PLTFS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 308 MOTION IN LIMINE to exclude evidence of: other coronary stent patent infringement litigation; 

defts' experts reliance thereon; an FDA "Warning" letter; NIR stents sold outside the United States; 
and evidence relating to the origin of the "NIR" name, c/s PLTFS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 
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01/31/2000 309 MOTION IN LIMINE to exclude evidence relating to the commercially available Palmaz-Schatz 
stent, c/s PLTFS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 310 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude argument that Medinol, Ltd. resisted or failed to comply with 
discovery, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 311 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude pltfs from calling Ginger Graham as a trial witness, or, in the 
alternative, to compel the deposition of Ms. Graham, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 312 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude pltfs from referring to the "presumption of validity" in the 
presence of the jury, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31 /2000 3 1 3 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude reference to contingent opinions in defts' initial expert reports and 
to preclude reference to the discussion (as opposed to the holding) in the court's claim construction 
opinion, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 314 MOTION EN LIMINE to preclude pltfs from introducing evidence at trial relating to defts* voluntary 
recall of the NIR on Ranger with SOX Product, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31 /2000 3 1 5 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude pltfs from alleging that defts derived their design for the NIR 
from the design disclosed in the patents in suit, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 316 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude pltfs from asserting that data from the ASCENT clinical trial 
indicates that the multi-link stent is clinically superior, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 
02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 317 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude reference to the Goldwasser suit, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/3 1/2000 3 1 8 MOTION IN LIMINE to preclude certain testimony by pltfs' patent law expert, c/s DEFTS eod 
02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31 /2000 3 1 9 MEMORANDUM in support of defts' motion in limine to preclude certain testimony by pltfs' patent 
law expert, c/s (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 320 MOTION IN LIMINE relating to damages issues, c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 321 MEMORANUM in support of defts' Motion in Limine relating to damages issues, c/s DEFTS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 322 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion in limine relating to damages issues (Volume 1 
of 3) c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 323 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion in limine relating to damages issues (Volume 2 
of 3) c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 324 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' motion in limine relating to damages issues (Volume 3 
of 3) c/s DEFTS eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

01/31/2000 325 JOINT MOTION to extend case management deadlines for filing on agreed upon facts, c/s eod 
02/01/00 [PLM] 

02/01/2000 326 MOTION for a two part, unified trial, c/s DEFTS (FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 
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02/01/2000 327 MEMORANDUM in support of their motion for a two part, unified trial, c/s DEFTS (FILED 
UNDER SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

02/01/2000 328 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS in support of defts' motion for a two part, unified trial, c/s DEFTS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 02/01/00 [PLM] 

02/02/2000 329 ORDER grants parties until 02/09/00 to file stipulations of fact. DFH. c/m. eod 02/02/00 [CEB] 

02/02/2000 330 ENTRY (Marginal Notation) removes Defendants' Motion for a Two Part, Unified Trial (Document 
#326) from under seal. DFH. c/m. eod 02/02/00 [CEB] 

02/02/2000 33 1 ENTRY (Marginal Notation) removes Defendants' Memorandum in Support of Their Motion for a 
Two Part, Unified Trial (Document #327) from under seal. DFH. c/m. eod 02/02/00 [CEB] 

02/03/2000 332 MOTION for leave to file an additional Motion in Limine to preclude certain testimony of Gregory 
Bell, c/s PLTFS eod 02/03/00 [PLM] 

02/04/2000 334 OBJECTION to pltfs' motion for leave to file untimely motion in limine, c/s DEFTS eod 02/04/00 
[PLM] 

02/07/2000 335 DEFENDANTS' WITHDRAWAL OF OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE 
UNTIMELY MOTION IN LIMINE, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/07/00 [CEB] 

02/07/2000 336 AGREED ENTRY FOR ENLARGEMENTS OF TIME FOR CERTAIN JOINT CASE 
MANAGEMENT PLAN DEADLINES filed by the parties, eod 02/07/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 337 ORDER grants plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to File an Additional Motion in Limine to Preclude 
Certain Testimony of Gregory Bell. DFH. c/m. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 338 MOTION IN LIMINE TO PRECLUDE CERTAIN TESTIMONY OF GREGORY BELL. c/s. 
PLTFS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 339 ORDER approves Agreed Entry for Enlargements of Time for Certain Joint Case management Plan 
Deadlines. DFH. c/m. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 = ORDER directs parties to negotiate their proposed jury instructions. DFH. c/m. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 = ORDER directs each side to identify no later than 02/09/00 the three motions in limine it considers 
most important. DFH. c/m. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 340 DEFENDANTS' NOTICE TO COURT REGARDING FILING OF PROPOSED JURY 
INSTRUCTIONS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 341 DEFENDANTS' PRELIMINARY JURY INSTRUCTIONS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 342 DEFENDANTS' JURY INSTRUCTIONS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 343 DEFENDANTS' PROPOSED VOIR DIRE QUESTIONS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 344 DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO INCORPORATE BY INTERLINEATION 
CORRECTIONS TO DEPOSITION DESIGNATIONS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 
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02/08/2000 345 OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR A TWO PART, UNIFIED TRIAL, c/s. PLTFS. 
eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 346 PLAINTIFFS' PROPOSED SPECIAL VERDICT FORM. c/s. PLTFS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 347 PLAINTIFFS' PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS, c/s. PLTFS. eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/08/2000 348 PLAINTIFFS' IDENTIFICATION OF MOST IMPORTANT MOTIONS IN LIMINE, c/s. PLTFS. 
eod 02/08/00 [CEB] 

02/09/2000 349 ENTRY on defendants' motion for summary judgment on noninfringement. Defendants' motion is 
GRANTED IN PART AND DENIED IN PART. DFH c/m eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 350 ENTRY on defendants' motion for supplemental claim constructions. Motion is DENIED. DFH c/m 
eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 351 ENTRY on plaintiffs' motion for partial summary judgment on defendants' affirmative defense of 
inequitable conduct in obtaining the patents in suit. Motion is DENIED. DFH c/m eod 02/09/00 
[PLM] 

02/09/2000 352 ENTRY on plaintiffs motion for summary judgment of infringement for claims 1 1 and 12 of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,411,955. Plaintiffs* motion is denied. DFH c/m eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 353 ORDER - by separate entries today the court has decided all but one of the pending motions for 

summary judgment. In the course of the final preterial conference scheduled for Friday, February 1 1, 
2000, the court will hear oral argument on defts' motion for s/j on invalidity of the "projecting 
edges" and "projecting U-shaped members" claims, as well as on any contested motions in limine. 
DFH c/m eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 = ORDER ASSIGNS HEARING to 02/1 1 100 at 09:30AM Room 344 (DFH) c/m for hearing on 

pending motion for summary judgment as well as any contested motions in limine, eod 02/09/00 
[PLM] 

02/09/2000 354 DEFENDANTS' IDENTIFICATION OF MOST IMPORTANT MOTIONS IN LIMINE, c/s. 
DEFTS. eod 02/09/00 [CEB] 

02/09/2000 355 OPPOSITION to pltfs' motion for a separate trial of inequitable conduct outside the presence of the 
jury and to limit defts'expert testimony on patent law to factual issues of patent office procedure c/s 
DEFTS eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 356 MEMORANDUM in opposition to pltfs' motion in limine to preclude the testimony of Matthew 

Miller, Rose Clack and Kevin Ballinger,or alternatively, to permit pltfs to call as witnesses persons 
who assisted pltfs' experts, c/s DEFTS eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 357 OBJECTION to pltfs' deposition designations and defts' counter-designations, c/s DEFTS eod 
02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 358 OPPOSITION to pltfs' motion in limine to preclude improper evidence of invalidity, c/s DEFTS eod 
02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 359 MEMORANDUM in opposition to pltfs' motion in limine to exclude evidence relating to the 

commercially available Palmaz-Schatz stent, c/s (FILED UNDER SEAL) DEFTS eod 02/09/00 
[PLM] 
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02/09/2000 360 APPENDIX of exhibits (Volume 1 : Exhibits 1 - 1 1) re: defts' memorandum in opposition to pltfs' 

motion in limine to exclude evidence relating to the commercially available Palmaz-Schatz stent, c/s 
eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 361 APPENDIX (Volume 1 : Exhibits 12 - 16) re: defts' memorandum in opposition to pltfs' motion in 
limine to exclude evidence relating to the commercially available Palmaz-Schatz stent.c/s DEFTS 
(FILED UNDER SEAL) eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 362 OBJECTION to pltfs' exhibit list, c/s DEFTS eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 363 MEMORANDUM in opposition to pltfs' motion in limine to exclude evidence relating to the 
Medinol patents, c/s DEFTS eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 364 OPPOSITION to pltfs' motion in limine to preclude "product to product" and "manufacturing 
process" comparisons, c/s DEFTS eod 02/09/00 [PLM] 

02/09/2000 365 STIPULATIONS OF FACT, eod 02/09/00 [CEB] 

02/09/2000 366 PLAINTIFFS' OBJECTIONS AND COUNTERDESIGNATIONS TO DEFENDANTS' RULE 26 
(a)(3) DISCLOSURES, c/s. PLTFS. eod 02/09/00 [CEB] 

02/1 0/2000 367 MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE THEIR MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF 

NONINFRINGEMENT OF ALL ASSERTED CLAIMS AND DISMISSAL OF THIS ACTION, 
c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/10/00 [CEB] 

02/10/2000 368 DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE 

EVIDENCE OF: OTHER CORONARY STENT PATENT INFRINGEMENT LITIGATION; 
DEFENDANTS' EXPERT'S RELIANCE THEREON; AN FDA "WARNING" LETTER; NIR 
STENTS SOLD OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES; AND EVIDENCE RELATING TO THE 
ORIGIN OF THE "NIR" NAME. c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/10/00 [CEB] 

02/10/2000 369 DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION IN LIMINE TO PRECLUDE 
CERTAIN TESTIMONY OF GREGORY BELL. c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/10/00 [CEB] 

02/10/2000 370 ORDER GRANTS leave to file defts' motion for s/j of noninfringement of all asserted claims and 
dismissal of this action. DFH c/m eod 02/10/00 [PLM] 

02/10/2000 371 MOTION FOR S/J of noninfringement of all asserted claims and dismissal of this action, c/s DEFTS 
eod 02/10/00 [PLM] 

02/10/2000 372 MEMORANDUM in support of their motion for s/j of noninfringement of all asserted claims and 
dismissal of this action, c/s DEFTS eod 02/10/00 [PLM] 

02/10/2000 373 STATEMENT of material facts in support of their motion for s/j of noninfringement of all asserted 
claims and dismissal of this action, c/s DEFTS eod 02/10/00 [PLM] 

02/1 0/2000 374 REPLY TO PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR A TWO PART, 
UNIFIED TRIAL, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/10/00 [CEB] 

02/10/2000 375 DEFENDANTS' SUBMISSION OF CHART OF ASSERTED CLAIMS, c/s. DEFTS. eod 02/10/00 
[CEB] 

02/10/2000 376 JOINT MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE JOINT SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED JUROR 
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QUESTIONNAIRE, eod 02/10/00 [CEB] 

02/1 1/2000 377 MEMORANDUM in opposition to pltfs' motion for reconsideration on claim construction and 
summary judgment rulings, c/s DEFTS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/10/2000 378 MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND ORAL ARGUMENT ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 
AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT RULINGS, c/s. PLTFS. eod 02/1 1/00 [CEB] 

02/1 1/2000 379 MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND ORAL ARGUMENT ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 
AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT RULINGS (Revised), c/s. PLTFS. eod 02/1 1/00 [CEB] 

02/1 1/2000 380 COURTROOM MINUTES - parties appeared by counsel; arguments were pesented on Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Reconsideration and Oral Argument on Claim Construction and Sumary Judgment 
Rulings and on Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement of All Asserted 
Claims nd Dismissal of This Action. Ct. Reporter F. Pratt. DFH. eod 02/1 1/00 [CEB] 

02/1 1/2000 381 MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION and Oral Argument on claim construction and summary 
judgment rulings, c/s PLTFS (documents #378 and #379 are faxed documents of the same) eod 
02/11/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 382 OPPOSITION to defts' motion in limine to preclude pltfs from referring to the "presumption of 
validity" in the presence of the jury, c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 383 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in opposition to defts' motion in limine to preclude certain testimony 
by pltfs' patent law expert, c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 384 OPPOSITION to defts' motion in limine to preclude argument that Medinol, Ltd. resisted or failed to 
comply with discovery, c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 385 RESPONSE to defts' motion to preclude reference to the Goldwasser suit. (FILED UNDER SEAL) 
c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 386 OPPOSITION to defts' motion in limine to preclude pltfs from alleging that defts derived their 
design for the NIR from the design disclosed in the patents in suit, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 387 OPPOSITION to defts' motion in limine to preclude pltfs from introducing evidence at trial relating 
to defts' voluntary recall of the NIR on Ranger with Sox product, c/s PLTFS (FILED UNDER 
SEAL) eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 388 RESPONSE to defts' motion in limine to preclude pltfs from asserting that data from the Ascent 
Clinical trial indicates that the Multi-Link Stent is clinically superior, c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 
[PLM] 

02/1 1/2000 389 OPPOSITION to defts' motion in limine relating to damages issued, c/s PLTFS eod 02/1 1/00 [PLM] 

02/1 5/2000 390 ORDER VACATES JURY TRIAL of 02/22/00 at 09:00AM Room 344 (DFH) c/m eod 02/1 5/00 
[CEB] 

02/1 5/2000 = ORDER grants plaintiffs until 02/25/00 to file further response to defendants' motion for summary 
judgment as well as to any issues raised in plaintiffs' motion to reconsider certain aspects of the 
court's decisions of 02/09/00; defendants granted until 03/10/00 to reply. DFH. c/m. eod 02/15/00 
[CEB] 
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02/17/2000 391 TRANSCRIPT OF 02/1 1/00 HEARING. DFH. Ct. Reporter F. Pratt, eod 02/1 7/00 [CEB] 

02/25/2000 392 MOTION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMIT, c/s PLTFS eod 02/28/00 [PLM] 

02/28/2000 393 ORDER GRANTING motion to exceed page limit. DFH c/m eod 02/28/00 [PLM] 

02/28/2000 394 MEMORANDUM OF LAW in support of pltfs' motion for reconsideration of claim construction 
and s/j rulings and in opposition to defts' motion to dismiss, c/s PLTFS eod 02/28/00 [PLM] 

02/25/2000 395 APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF CLAIM 

CONSTRUCTION AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT RULINGS AND IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS* MOTION TO DISMISS. PLTFS. eod 02/28/00 [CEB] 

02/28/2000 396 Certificate of Service for Document # 395. PLTFS eod 02/28/00 [CEB] 

03/10/2000 397 MOTION for an opportunity to be heard after this court decides the motion for reconsideration of 
claim construction and summary judgment rulings, c/s PLTFS eod 03/10/00 [PLM] 

03/10/2000 398 MOTION to exceed page limit, c/s DEFTS eod 03/1 3/00 [PLM] 

03/13/2000 399 ORDER GRANTS motion to exceed page limit. DFH c/m eod 03/13/00 [PLM] 

03/13/2000 400 REPLY MEMORANDUM in support of their motion for s/j of noninfringement of all asserted 

claims and dismissal of this action and in opposition to pltfs 1 motion for reconsideration, c/s DEFTS 
eod 03/13/00 [PLM] 

03/13/2000 401 APPENDIX of exhibits in support of defts' reply memorandum in support of their motion for s/j of 
noninfringement of all asserted claims and dismissal of this action and in opposition to pltfs' motion 
for reconsideration, c/s DEFTS eod 03/13/00 [PLM] 

03/17/2000 402 ORDER on plaintiffs' motion for further opportunity to be heard after further rulings. Court 
DENIES pltfs motion for further opportunity to be heard. DFH c/m eod 03/17/00 [PLM] 

03/1 7/2000 403 MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN FURTHER SUPPORT 
OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND FURTHER OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS, c/s PLTFS eod 03/17/00 [CEB] 

03/22/2000 404 OPPOSITION to pltfs* motion for leave to file supplemental memorandum (filed March 1 7, 2000) 
c/s DEFTS eod 03/22/00 [PLM] 

05/18/2000 405 MOTION to withdraw defts' motion for summary judgment of invalidity, c/s DEFTS eod 05/18/00 
[PLM] 

05/19/2000 406 ORDER GRANTING motion to withdraw defts* motion for summary judgment of invalidity of the 
"projecting edges" and "projecting u-shaped members" claims filed on 12/15/99. DFH c/m eod 
05/19/00 [PLM] 

06/01/2000 407 REPORT - JOINT STATUS REPORT, eod 06/01/00 [PLM] 

06/28/2000 408 ENTRY ON "CONNECTING ELEMENTS" ISSUES -- Defendants' Motion for Summary 

Judgment is GRANTED, which resolves all claims in the case. The court will enter final judgment 
in favor of the defendants. All other motions before the court are hereby DENIED. DFH c/m eod 
06/28/00 [PLM] 
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06/28/2000 409 CLOSED Judgment - Ordered that plaintiffs take nothing by their complaint against defendants and 
that this action is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. Each party shall bear its own costs. DFH c/m 
OBV 46 PG 627 eod 06/28/00 [PLM] 

06/30/2000 410 NOTICE OF APPEAL to Federal Circuit Court of Appeals, from final Entry & Judgment entered 
06/28/00 c/s PLTFS eod 07/03/00 [GRN] 

06/30/2000 = APPEAL FEES NOT PAID eod 07/03/00 [GRN] 

07/03/2000 4 1 1 SHORT RECORD SENT TO CA w Notice, Info Sheet & Docket Sheet eod 07/03/00 [GRN] 

07/10/2000 412 TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER {transcript is already on file} PLTFS/APPELLANTS eod 
07/10/00 [GRN] 

07/18/2000 413 ACK FROM CA SHORT RECORD received & assigned CA # 00-1454 (Federal Circuit C/A) eod 
07/18/00 [GRN] 

09/07/2000 414 APPEAL FEES PAID RECEIPT #41956 eod 09/07/00 [GRN] 

04/26/2001 415 LONG RECORD SENT TO CA consisting of 1 1 vols pleadings (vols 10 & 1 1 in box 2, w/ 2 vols 
Transcripts), 3 boxes oversized pleadings (see list), 3 boxes sealed pleadings (see list), and 1 box 
containing 6 VHS Video tapes & 3 ring binders of stipulated exhibits from [Markman] hearing of 
8/19/99. Per faxed request from Federal Circuit Court of Appeals, eod 04/26/01 [GRN] 

05/16/2001 416 APPEAL RECORD returned from Fed. Cir. C/A. eod 05/16/01 [GRN] 

08/30/2001 417 MANDATE RECEIVED FROM CA. It is ORDERED and ADJUDGED that this cause is 

AFFIRMED-IN-PART, VACATED-IN-PART and REMANDED for further proceedings consistent 
with this opinion, decided August 6, 2001, and issued as a Mandate on 8/27/01. Received certified 
copy of opinion and judgment. Records previously returned, eod 08/31/01 [GRN] 

02/14/2002 4 1 8 RECEIPT for withdrawal of plaintiffs' exhibits by Baker & Daniels, eod 02/1 9/02 [PLM] 

04/10/2002 419 STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER OF DISMISSAL, eod 04/10/02 [CEB] 

04/1 1/2002 420 ORDER approves the parties Stipulation and [Proposed] Order of Dismissal. DFH c/m eod 04/1 1/02 
[CEB] 

09/1 7/2003 421 ENTRY of 9/1 7/03 that plaintiffs' counsel now withdraws further exhibits on this case, eod 09/1 7/03 
[PLM] 

05/25/2006 422 FRC shipped on 05/25/06; Accession # 021-06-0098; Location # 866768-866823; Box 24, 25, 26, 
27,&28 eod 07/12/06 [SDP] 

Go to 

USDC Southern Indiana -JAMS data- ^ 
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US District Court Civil Docket 

U.S. District - California Northern 
(San Francisco) 

3:99cv744 

Advanced Cardiovascl v. Cordis Corporation 

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 16, 2010 



Date Filed: 02/22/1999 
Assigned To: Honorable Charles A Legge 
Referred To: 
Nature of suit: Patent (830) 

Cause: Patent Infringement 
Lead Docket: None 
Other Docket: None 
Jurisdiction: Federal Question 



Class Code: CLOSED 
Closed: Yes 
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10/08/1999 

10/07/1999 



Proceeding Text 



Docket Modification (Administrative) to administratively removed from ENE (ADR LR 5) [3:99-cv- 
00744] (rgd, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 07/18/2000) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge: dismissing case with prejudice, each party to 
bear its own costs; appeal filing ddl 5/22/00 [Date Entered: 4/20/00] (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] 
(tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/20/2000) 

RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed] Order of dismissal (defendant & counter-claimant) [3:99- 
cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/11/2000) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge re-setting hearing on defendant's motion to 
transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] on 4/14/00 at 9:30 a.m., and case management 
conference is re-set for 11:00 a.m. on 4/28/00 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) 
(Entered: 02/18/2000) 

RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed] Order adjourning motion to transfer and case management 
conference [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 02/18/2000) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge re-setting hearing on motion to transfer case to 
USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] to 2/18/00 at 9:30 a.m. , and Case Management Conference re-set 
for 11:00 a.m. on 3/3/00 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 01/19/2000) 

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL by defendant/counter-claimant in support of its motion to transfer case to 
USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 01/11/2000) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge re-setting hearing on defendant's motion to 
transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] to 1/14/2000, and case management conference to 
1/28/2000 at 11:00 a.m. (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 12/06/1999) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge adjourning motion to transfer and case 
management conference: re- setting hearing on defendant's motion to transfer case to USDC, District 
of Delaware [21-1] to 12/3/99 at 9:30 a.m., and case management conference re-set for 11:00 a.m. 
on 12/17/99 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 11/04/1999) 

LETTER from Eugene M. Gelernter, Esq., dated 11/2/99, to Judge Legge [FILED UNDER SEAL] [3:99- 
cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 11/04/1999) 

NOTICE by Plaintiff of entry of stipulation and order [39-2] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) 
(Entered: 10/28/1999) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge: Case Management Conference re-set for 11:00 
a.m. on 11/19/99 (cc: ail counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/25/1999) 

STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge that the defendant's motion to transfer case to 
USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] is adjourned from 10/8/99 to 11/5/99 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv- 
00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/14/1999) 

ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge GRANTING defendant's application for attorneys Gregory L. 
Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter and Scott B. Howard to appear pro hac vice [32-1] (cc: all counsel) 
[3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/13/1999) 

RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed] Order adjourning return date for motion to transfer [3:99-cv- 



Source 



00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/07/1999 RECEIVED [Proposed] Order granting defendant/ counter-claimant's application for Pro Hac Vice 

admission of Gregory L. Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter & Scott B. Howard [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, 
COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/06/1999 -- PROOF OF SERVICE by defendant/counter-claimant of declaration [35-1], declaration [34-1], 

declaration [33-1], and application for attorneys Gregory L. Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernt and Scott B. 
Howard to appear pro hac vice [32-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/06/1999 -- DECLARATION of Eugene M. Gelernter on behalf of defendant in support of its application for attorneys 
Gregory L. Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter and Scott B. Howard to appear pro hac vice [32-1] [3:99-cv- 
00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/06/1999 -- DECLARATION of Scott B. Howard on behalf of defendant/ counter-claimant in support of its 

application for attorneys Gregory L. Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter and Scott B. Howard to appear pro 
hac vice [32-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/06/1999 — DECLARATION of Gregory L. Diskant on behalf of defendant/ counter-claimant in support of its 

application for attorneys Gregory L. Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter and Scott B. Howard to appear pro 
hac vice [32-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

10/06/1999 - APPLICATION before Judge Charles A. Legge by defendant/ counter-claimant for attorneys Gregory L. 

Diskant, Eugene M. Gelernter and Scott B. Howard to appear pro hac vice [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT 
STAFF) (Entered: 10/07/1999) 

09/24/1999 — AFFIDAVIT of Eugene M. Gelernter on behalf of defendant/ counter-claimant re motion reply [30-1] 
[3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/24/1999) 

09/24/1999 - REPLY MEMORANDUM by defendant/counter-claimant to opposition and in support of its motion to 
transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
09/24/1999) 

09/23/1999 -- REPLY/ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM [20-2] by Plaintiff/ Counter-defendant [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, 
COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/24/1999) 

09/21/1999 - STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Susan Illston re-setting hearing on defendant's motion to transfer 
case to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] on 10/8/99 at 9:30 a.m., and the defendant's time to file 
and serve its reply memorandum to the motion shall be extended to 9/24/99 (cc: all counsel) [3:99- 
cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/22/1999) 

09/17/1999 — RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed Order modifying briefing schedule and continuing hearing date 
(defendant) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/17/1999) 

09/10/1999 — DECLARATION of Aldo A. Badini on behalf of Plaintiff in support of its opposition memorandum [24-1] 
[3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/10/1999) 

09/10/1999 -- DECLARATION of Thomas R. Peterson on behalf of Plaintiff in support of its opposition memorandum 
[24-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/10/1999) 

09/10/1999 -- APPENDIX OF LEXIS, WESTLAW AND U.S. PATENT QUARTERLY authorities by Plaintiff in support of its 
opposition memorandum [24-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/10/1999) 

09/10/1999 — MEMORANDUM of points and authorities by Plaintiff in opposition to defendant's motion to transfer case 
to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 09/10/1999) 

08/17/1999 -- STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge modifying pretrial schedule and extending time 
to respond to the complaint: plaintiff's time to answer or otherwise respond to the answer and 
counterclaim shall be extended to 9/23/99; defendant's time to serve an initial disclosure of prior art 
pursuant to Civil L.R. 16-7(e) is extended to 9/16/99; the last day to complete initial disclosures 
pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P. 26 and Civil L.R. 16-5 shall be extended to 9/30/99; the last day to meet 
& confer re: case management pursuant to Civil L.R. 16-4 shall be extended to 9/15/99; the last 
day to file/serve case management statement & adr certification is extended to 10/19/99; and 
the case management conference re-set for 11:00 a.m. on 10/22/99 , and re-setting hearing on 
defendant's motion to transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware on 10/1/99 at 9:30 a.m.; plaintiff's 
opposition brief due 9/10/99, and defendant's reply brief due 9/17/99 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv- 
00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 08/20/1999) 

08/16/1999 -- RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed] Order modifying pretrial schedule and extending time to 

respond to the complaint (defendant) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 08/19/1999) 

08/02/1999 -- RECEIVED [Proposed] Order (defendant & counter-claimant) re: motion to transfer case to 
USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 08/03/1999) 

08/02/1999 -- DECLARATION of Eugene M. Gelernter on behalf of defendant & counter-claimant in support of its 
motion to transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware [21-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) 
(Entered: 08/03/1999) 

08/02/1999 - NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION WITH MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES before Judge 

Charles A. Legge by defendant & Counter-claimant to transfer case to USDC, District of Delaware 
with Notice set for 9:30 a.m. on 9/17/99 [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 08/03/1999) 

08/02/1999 - ANSWER to complaint [1-1] and COUNTERCLAIM by defendant Cordis Corporation against Plaintiff 
Advanced Cardiovascular Systems, Inc. [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 08/03/1999) 

07/19/1999 -- STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge modifying pretrial schedule and extending time 
to respond to the complaint: Defendant's time to answer or otherwise respond to the complaint shall 
be extended to 8/2/99; defendant shall not move to transfer venue before serving and filing an 
answer or other respond to the complaint; defendant's time to serve an initial disclosure of prior art 



pursuant to Civil L.R. 16-7(e), and defendant's time to produce or make available for inspection and 
copying the documents described in Civil L.R. 16-7(f) shall be extended to 8/30/99; the last day to 
meet and confer re: case management pursuant to Civil L.R. 16-4 shall be extended to 8/14/99; the 
last day to complete initial disclosures pursuant to Federal Rule 26 and Civil L.R. 16-5 shall be 
extended to 8/30/99, and the last day to file/serve case management statement and ADR certification 
shall be extended to 9/13/99 (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
07/21/1999) 

07/16/1999 - RECEIVED Stipulation and [Proposed] Order modifying pretrial schedule and extending time to 

respondd to the complaint (defendant) [3:99-cv-00744] (tn, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 07/19/1999) 

05/24/1999 - NOTICE by defendant Cordis Corporation [17-2] order [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
05/26/1999) 

05/20/1999 -- STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge : Case Management Statement is due 8/30/99 ; 

Case Management Conference set for 11:00 9/24/99 ; (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT 
STAFF) (Entered: 05/26/1999) 

05/14/1999 - NOTICE by Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl [15-1] order [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
05/18/1999) 

04/26/1999 - ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge granting motion for attorney Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, 

Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] 
( Date Entered: 4/28/99) (cc: all counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/28/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by David F. Owens on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by Harvey Kurzweil on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by Henry J. Ricardo on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by Aldo A. Badini on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by Clark E. Walter on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 -- DECLARATION by Bradford J. Badke on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 - DECLARATION by Morgan W. Tovey on behalf of Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl re motion for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F. Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [7-1] [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 - EX-PARTE APPLICATION before Judge Charles A. Legge by Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl for attorney 
Harvey Kurzweil, Clark E. Walter, Bradford J. Badke, Aldo A. Badini, David F, Owens and Henry J. 
Ricardo to appear pro hac vice [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/27/1999) 

04/23/1999 - NOTICE by Plaintiff Advanced Cardiovascl [5-2] order [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
04/27/1999) 

04/12/1999 - STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge : extending time to answer by 5/17/99; (cc: all 
counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/15/1999) 

04/08/1999 - RETURN OF SERVICE executed upon defendant Cordis Corporation on 2/3/99 [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, 
COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/09/1999) 

04/06/1999 - STIPULATION and ORDER by Judge Charles A. Legge : extending time to answer by 5/3/99 (cc: all 
counsel) [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 04/08/1999) 

02/26/1999 - REPORT on the filing of an action regarding Patent (cc: form mailed to register) [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, 
COURT STAFF) (Entered: 02/26/1999) 

02/22/1999 - Docket Modification (Administrative) to for referral to Early Neutral Evaluation (ADR L.R. 5) [3:99-cv- 
00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 

02/22/1999 - ORDER RE COURT PROCEDURE and SCHEDULE by Judge Charles A. Legge : Proof of service to be 
filed by 4/8/99 ; counsels' case management statement to be filed by 6/15/99 ; initial case 
management conference will be held 11:00 6/25/99 . (cc: all counsel) (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 
02/25/1999) 

02/22/1999 - COMPLAINT Summons(es) issued; Fee status pd entered on 2/22/99 in the amount of $ 150.00 
( Receipt No. 134878); jury demand [3:99-cv-00744] (ga, COURT STAFF) (Entered: 02/25/1999) 
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